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What does “family owned & operated” really’ mean? For the Clark family, it CHINO 
means getting up early for 45 years to work in their own community, and Pestivnensmayt 
: : i 0 ' * * 1 5 Mountain Ave. 
choosing to invest in the Inland Empire. In a time when Wall Street is trying to Chino, CA 91710 
run Main Street, Clark’s Nutrition still believes that family owned and 
operated businesses are the backbone of the American dream, and feels 


privileged to help families live healthier and happier lives. LOMA LINDA 
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RIVERSIDE 

951.686.4757 
SELECTION 4225 Market St. 
Clark’s has the largest selection of organic produce and supplements in the Inland Empire. Riverside, CA 92501 
NUTRITIONAL CONSULTANTS Pot 
We have trained Nutritional Consultants to help assist you with whatever your health goals are. RANCHO MIRAGE = 
They're not on commission, and are here to help you “Live Better!” 3 Plies: 

onterey Ave. 


Rancho Mirage, CA 92270 


WE ARE EXCITED TO MEET YOU! It is our company mission to provide customers with nutritional 
assistance that can really have a lasting impact on their quality of life. We look forward to meeting 
and serving you! 
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AFFORDABLE 
Clark’s goes to great lengths to make sure your family has what they need at an affordable price. 


STORE TOURS 
Come by any time and we will be glad to give you a personal tour and answer any of your questions. 
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ZIGNEGO READY MIX, INC. 


W226 N2940 DUPLAINVILLE ROAD 
WAUKESHA, WI 53186 


262-542-0333 * www.Zignego.com 
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Why Most Americans Won’t Retire Well 


With Americans now taking out large loans to buy big-ticket items such 
as houses and cars (mainly as a result of government inflation), they 
don’t save enough for retirement. (July 23, 2018, 48pp) TNA180723 


Golden No Longer: 

Is California Doomed? 
California Democrats say the 
rest of the country should seek 
to emulate California socially 
and economically, but any honest 
review of California’s finances 
and culture would show how 
disastrous the state of that state 
is. (July 9, 2018, 48pp) TNA180709 


QUANTITY TITLE/DESCRIPTION 


Their Plans With Your Money 
Trump signed an omnibus spending 
bill that funds the priorities of 
most people in government and 
industries and organizations 
reliant on government funding, but 
shouldn't there be limits? (May 21, 
2018, 48pp) TNA180521 
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Deep State: Pulling Strings 

From Behind the Scenes 

After the election of Donald Trump, 
many Americans noticed the 
concerted efforts by intelligence 
agencies and others to vilify Trump 
and stop his agenda — for the 
first time noticing the Deep State. 
(January 8, 2018, 48pp) TNA180108 
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The Opioid Epidemic: 

What’s the Solution? 
Americans are dying in 
droves from opioid overdoses. 
Government is going after 
doctors, saying they’re to blame. 
Government has it wrong, and 
is making the problem worse. 
(May 7, 2018, 48pp) TNA180507 
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What “Iran Deal’? 


This is in response to the Letter to the 
Editor by Russell W. Haas entitled “Why 
Leave the Iran Deal?” in THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN magazine dated June 4, 2018. 

Haas’ first questions, “Why Leave The 
Iran Deal?” and “How can Trump justify 
this?” These questions have clear, simple, 
direct answers: It was not, never was, and 
is not a “deal” or agreement with Iran 
since Iran never signed it! 

Iran did not sign it reportedly because 
then-President Obama did not require Iran 
to do so. Further, it was not a constitution- 
ally legitimate treaty sent to, and ratified 
by, the U.S. Senate. 

Haas goes on to inaccurately state Iran 
is unable to pose any danger to the United 
States, though the particulars of the pa- 
perwork clearly allowed Iran to develop 
nuclear weapons, albeit after a delay. 

Remaining in this so-called agreement 
and behaving as if the United States were 
subject to it would have been granting 
nuclear carte blanche to a Muslim nation 
with an unacceptable, continuing recent 
history of numerous and ceaseless proc- 
lamations of “Death to Israel,” our very 
close ally, and, even worse, “Death to 
America.” 

Should someone tell me he is going to 
kill me and commence to draw a firearm, 
it would be considered folly to not take 
the declaration most seriously and act ac- 
cordingly. 

Haas also name-calls, vilifying “al- 
most all Republican lackeys.” Yet he spe- 
cifically identifies neither these so-called 
lackeys nor their explicit actions and/or 
inactions, nor does he castigate Demo- 
crats, even one whit, for their previously 
successful support of what seems to me to 
be a suicide pact. 

To me, Haas’ opposition to President 
Trump’s negation of President Obama’s 
totally unconstitutional act seems to be a 
defense of unconstitutionality, internation- 
alism, globalism, or whatever term you 
prefer, and be a call for a multi-national 
rather than a bilateral treaty. And the es- 
tablishment of another international orga- 
nization, smaller but not unlike the UN in 
that it can impose anti-American require- 
ments on our Republic, is completely un- 
acceptable — the antithesis of a “bottom 
up” government of, by, and for the people! 

Haas asks finally: “Now, what nation 
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would ever again consider negotiating 
with us?” The apparent, well-documented 
answer is North Korea, another nuclear 
cohort, one with whom we’ve been in a 
state of war for 68 years! 

Maybe the effort to “Make Ameri- 
ca Great Again!” will include a constitu- 
tionally legitimate bilateral nuclear treaty 
with Iran, ratified by the U.S. Senate, from 
which both sides perceive benefits, espe- 
cially including the U.S. goal of an Iran 
that is not and cannot be nuclear armed. If 
ever the United States had a president in the 
White House who would “Make a deal they 
can’t refuse,” this may well be him. 

Lou SCHROEDER 
Greenwood Village, Colorado 


Guns Only Sometimes Work 


Dennis Behreandt’s article on gun control 
in the April 23 issue, was very informative. 
It brought to light how power gradients be- 
tween the monopolies of force and their 
subjects need to be as narrow as possible. 
I got excited when he started to quote The 
Federalist, No. 46, penned by Madison. 
However, I was a little surprised the author 
did not show how Madison essentially ut- 
tered a somewhat false prophecy. 

Madison argued that the central govern- 
ment could never gain enough power to 
successfully attack the states. Well, that 
very thing happened in 1861. Two or more 
factions were not fighting for control of a 
central government. One section wanted 
to peacefully leave — originally seven 
states and then four more when Lincoln 
called more troops. So this was not a “civil 
war” but a second war of secession. Even 
with the people as armed as they were in 
the 11 legally seceded states, they were 
attacked, burned, and subdued, and hun- 
dreds of thousands needlessly died. 

I still believe Madison’s quote gives 
support to Behreandt’s anti-gun control pa- 
triotism. If Southerners were not as armed 
as they were then, they may not have been 
able to hold off the invaders for four years. 

PASTOR JAMES RIDDLE 
Wake Forest, N.C. 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Marvel Studios Boss Promises “LGBT” Characters in Future Films 


We don’t know if they’ Il have a “gay ray” or be able to close down 
a Christian bakery in a single bound, but Marvel Cinematic Uni- 
verse (MCU) films may soon feature two “LGBT” superheroes. 
Marvel Studios head Kevin Feige made this promise in a recent 
interview, because, as we all know, portraying anomalous sexu- 
ality all the time, everywhere, is 
a modern American imperative. 
As Bustle reported June 25: 


Now that the MCU has com- 
pleted its first three phases and 
released 19 superhero mov- 
ies, it’s time for a change. The 
lack of LGBTQ heroes has 
long been criticized, and the Disney-owned Marvel Studios 
has heeded those critiques. In an interview with The Play- 
list, Marvel Studios president Kevin Feige revealed that at 
least two LGBT characters will join the MCU. The always 
hush-hush studio didn’t quite name who those heroes would 
be, but Feige did reveal that the LGBT heroes won’t all 
necessarily be added to the MCU as new characters. When 
asked who the LGBT characters would be, Feige said, “Both 
[characters] you’ve seen and ones you haven’t seen.” 


Some say, however, that Feige may be all talk and no action. 
As LifeSite reported June 27, in “2015 he told Collider that 
audiences could expect to see a homosexual, bisexual, or trans- 
gender character sometime within the next decade.... However, 
whether Feige’s words signal a sincere desire to add LGBT 
messages to the movies, 
or are merely meant to ap- 
pease disgruntled LGBT 


activists, remains un- 
known.... ‘Never EVER 
believe anything that 
ny #KevinFeige says,’ enter- 


tainment journalist Grace 
Randolph said Monday.... 
‘He says yes to everything he’s ever asked because he doesn’t 
want any negative coverage.’” 

Hollywood seems reluctant to promote homosexuality as 
overtly on the silver screen as it does on TV: It may be wary 
of alienating the Chinese, who boast a huge market and may 
ban films with sexual-devolutionary content. Yet the home front 
could be an issue, too, as “domestic audiences may be increas- 
ingly wary of ‘representation’ in their entertainment,” LifeSite 
also informs. 


Supreme Court: Unions Can’t Collect Dues From Nonmembers 


On June 27, the U.S. Supreme Court, in a 5-4 ruling, delivered a 
stinging defeat to public-sector unions, when it held that govern- 
ment workers cannot be compelled to pay dues to unions that 
represent them in collective bargaining. The ruling (Mark Janus 
v. AFSCME) overturned the Abood decision of four decades past, 
which had allowed states to require public employees to pay 
agency fees or dues — money supporting collective bargaining 
and other union activities. 

President Donald Trump was quick to sing the praises of the 
decision, calling it a huge loss for the Democratic Party: “Su- 
preme Court rules in favor of non-union workers who are now, 
as an example, able to support a candidate of his or her choice 
without having those who control the Union deciding for them. 
Big loss for the coffers of the Democrats!” 

Associate Justice Samuel Alito wrote the majority opinion, in 
which he said, “We conclude that this arrangement violates the 
free speech rights of nonmembers by compelling them to sub- 
sidize private speech on matters of substantial public concern.” 

The case was brought by Mark Janus, a childcare specialist 
in the Illinois Department of Healthcare and Child Support Ser- 
vices. Janus refused to join the union because of his opposition to 
“many of the public policy positions that [it] advocates, including 
the positions it takes in collective bargaining,” Alito wrote. He 
added that Janus believes that the union’s “behavior in bargaining 
does not appreciate the current fiscal crisis in Illinois and does 
not reflect his best interests or the interests of Illinois citizens.” 


The effect of this ruling cannot be overstated. While only 
6.5 percent of employees in the private sector are unionized, 
34.4 percent of public workers are. Removing the requirement 
that these government employees pay tribute to a labor union 
that supports the political party most associated with expand- 
ing the size and scope of government — the Democratic Party 
— removes a significant source of income for these unions, 
the liberal causes they support, and the political fortunes of the 
Democratic Party. 
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The agenda and many of the schemes of the now-infamous 
“Deep State” were exposed to a wide audience June 21-23 at 
the Red Pill Expo in Spokane, Washington. At the conference, 
which brought together dozens of experts across multiple fields, 
about 500 attendees from all over America and beyond enjoyed 
a packed two-day schedule offering all sorts of “red pills.” The 
term “red pill,” referencing a scene from the 1999 film The Ma- 
trix, has become a phrase indicating something that wakes a per- 
son up from their ignorance. 

And there were red pills aplenty at the event, including many 
offered by high-profile speakers. Speakers included Robert Kiyo- 
saki, best known as the author of Rich Dad Poor Dad, who point- 
ed out that the Federal Reserve System is ripping off the Ameri- 
can public; Lord Christopher Monckton, who gave a technical 
talk outlining new findings on climate change that fully discredit 
the United Nations’ global-warming alarmism; Tom DeWeese of 
the American Policy Center, who highlighted the establishment’s 
war on property rights; Gun Owners of America Executive Di- 
rector Emeritus Larry Pratt, who explained the threat to consti- 
tutionally protected gun rights; Major General Paul Vallely, U.S. 
Army (Retired), who spoke on national-security issues; author 
and researcher Trevor Loudon, who exposed communists within 
Congress and the federal government; and university professor 
and K-12 FreedomProject Academy chief Dr. Duke Pesta, who 
exposed the insanity taking place on college campuses. 


Author and speaker G. Edward Griffin, a key figure in the 
liberty movement and the founder of Freedom Force Interna- 
tional, which created the conference, considered the event a 
great success. “The Red Pill Expo-2018 featured an unprec- 
edented unmasking of the Deep State that we believe will pro- 
vide a clear understanding of the growing threats to liberty, not 
only in America, but around the world.... Our goal now is to 
build on our tremendous success at the Expo and encourage 
ever larger numbers of those who know that something is wrong 
in our world to take the ‘red pill’ and join with us in this epic 
undertaking” he told THE NEw AMERICAN. 


Bloomberg May Run for President in 2020 


ee 


He’s known for soda fights and opposing 
gun rights, and now he (once again) wants 
to be president, say sources. This intrepid 
nanny-stater is billionaire ex-New York 
City Mayor Michael Bloomberg. As New 
York magazine reported June 26: 


According to a New York CBS affiliate, 
Bloomberg has told associates that he 
is “revving up” to make a bid in 2020. 
But this time, there’s a twist: He’d be 
running as a Democrat. 

Bloomberg has contemplated run- 
ning in 2008, 2012, and 2016, and 
whether he’s serious this time is any- 
one’s guess. But the New York Post re- 
ported that, at a recent fundraiser at 
Cipriani 42nd Street — Bloomberg’s 
natural habitat — he told an adoring 
crowd, “Before you leave I want to get 
your cell-phone number because I’m 
thinking of getting the band back together.” 

Bloomberg was a Democrat before he switched to the 
Republican Party to run for mayor in 2001; he then became 
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an Independent in 2007, during his 
second term. He has long been a liberal 
on issues ranging from gun reform to 
climate change, and has drifted back 
toward the Democratic Party as the 
GOP has grown increasingly reaction- 
ary [read: anti-establishment], speak- 
ing at the Democratic National Con- 
vention in 2016 and announcing this 
month that he would pledge $80 mil- 
lion to back Democratic candidates in 
the midterm elections. 


Bloomberg’s motivation is, partially, 
Donald Trump. As CBS2 noted June 26, 
“A source close to the former three-term 
mayor says the move is fueled in part 
by regret that he didn’t stay in the race 
in 2016, because he feels he could have 
either won outright or prevented Donald 
Trump from winning.” One asset Bloom- 
berg has, other than $51 billion, is that he’s a flaming leftist who 
knows how to transcend party lines. In fact, changing political 
affiliation like clothes, he could be called transparty. Hl 
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Congressman Wounded Last Year, Shows Up to Play This Year 
“T didn’t want people to think that you could give in to fear.” 

Last year, Representative Steve Scalise (R-La.) was shot while prac- 
ticing for the annual congressional Democrat vs. Republican baseball 
game. This year, still recovering from the serious injuries he received, he 
returned to the field and hoped to help his side win. 


AP Images 


Demonstrations Against Trump Officials May Backfire 

“How hard is it to imagine, for example, people who strongly believe that 
abortion is murder deciding that judges or other officials who protect abortion rights should not be able 
to live peaceably with their families?” 

A Washington Post editorial cautioned those who publicly demonstrate against Trump administration 
personnel to realize they may be setting a precedent for similar indignities aimed at those who support 
stands they prefer. 
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Morning Joe Rants at President Trump 

“He’s been openly racist. Like we said back in December of 2015. If you support him, then you’re sup- 
porting that, and you are that. It’s that simple.” 

Never a supporter of Donald Trump, TV personality Joe Scarborough has tried to become a leader of 
the anti-Trump sector with his loud accusations aimed at the president. 


Law Professor Answers Whether a President Can Pardon Himself 

“No. That’s so profoundly inconsistent with the premises of the whole American system of government 
that we should not allow ourselves to be distracted by it.” 

Harvard Law Professor Lawrence Tribe insisted that a president cannot 
RI TY pardon himself of any wrongdoing. 


At the UN, America’s Ambassador Defends Israel, Chides the UN 
“This disproportionate focus and unending hostility toward Israel is clear 
proof that the Human Rights Council is motivated by political bias, not 
by human rights.” 

In her comments at the UN regarding U.S. withdrawal from the world 
bodys human rights panel, Nikki Haley noted that the panel had passed 
more resolutions against Israel than it had passed against North Korea, 
Tran, and Syria combined. 
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Attacker of Senator Paul Gets Fined and Jailed 

“No one deserves to be violently assaulted. I commend the FBI and the Department of Justice for treat- 
ing this violent, premeditated assault with the seriousness it deserves.” 

Neighbor Rene Boucher viciously attacked Senator Rand Paul while Paul was mowing his lawn. The 
senator suffered broken ribs and subsequent pneumonia that kept him out of Washington for close to two 
weeks. Boucher was sentenced to 30 days in prison and 100 hours of community service, and fined $10,000. 


New L.A. Times Owner Chooses CFR Member as Top Editor 

“He’s the perfect person to guide us into this new era.” 

Biotech billionaire Patrick Soon-shiong appointed former Wall Street 
Journal chieftain Norman Pearlstine to lead the dominant newspaper 
in Los Angeles. 


Women’s Conference Salutes Trump, Pokes Fun at Hillary 

“We kept open the job of first female president of the United States, so 
maybe she’s in this room. This country’s more than ready for a female 
president — just not that one.” 

Trump counselor Kellyanne Conway won thunderous applause from the 
approximately 1,000 attendees for her comments at the NRA-sponsored 
Young Women s Leadership Summit, now in its fourth year. Kellyanne 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS wl 


AP Images 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


With Americans taking out loans for most of life’s big-dollar purchases because prices have 
inflated along with government printing of money, they don’t save enough for old age. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ost Americans live and work 
with the expectation that, 
sometime between their 65th 


and 70th birthday, they will be able to 


10 


retire from their workaday activities and 
spend their golden years enjoying grand- 
children, traveling or other forms of rec- 
reation, or doing volunteer service such 
as missionary work that the demands of 
a career and growing family once pre- 


cluded. Although a comparatively recent 
by-product of modern prosperity, retire- 
ment — like medical care and education 
— has come to be widely viewed as an 
essential component of the lifestyle of 
comfort and diversion to which several 
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generations of modern Americans have 
become accustomed. 

Yet the rite of retirement, for millions of 
Americans, is less reality than pipe dream. 
Every day, younger Americans shopping 
for groceries, eating out at family restau- 
rants, or taking their children to school in- 
teract with elderly men and women running 
cash registers, waiting tables, driving com- 
mercial trucks and buses, teaching classes, 
and doing myriad other types of full-time 
work. To those of us who remember our 
grandparents as the people who always had 
time and means to entertain their grandchil- 
dren, because full-time careers and other 
concerns of youth and middle age were 
finished, this can seem jarring. And while 
some working senior citizens may do so out 
of a desire to keep busy and be productive, 
a majority continue working because they 
are financially unable to retire. 

Although America continues to pro- 
gress technologically and economically, 
the decrease in the percentage of senior 
citizens able to retire is a troubling indica- 
tor of a larger trend — that today’s rising 
generation can expect to be less well-off 
than their parents and grandparents, with 
many of the elements of the traditional 
American dream — such as a well-earned 
retirement — becoming relics of the past. 

The expectation of retirement, an out- 
growth of the development of large-scale 
financial independence among the middle 
and working classes, is not much more 
than a century old. Government-spon- 
sored retirement, via pensions for the el- 
derly, was first implemented in 19th-cen- 
tury Germany, by Otto von Bismarck. The 
idea of government (i.e., taxpayer-funded) 
pensions for the elderly began catching 
on elsewhere in Europe, and reached the 
United States during the Great Depres- 
sion, when the Social Security system 
was created as part of FDR’s New Deal. 
It should be noted that government pen- 
sions as a means of providing retirement 
were (and remain) very much a part of the 
socialist program; prior to the advent of 
modern socialism, government pensions 
in some countries (including the ancient 
Roman Empire) were confined to those 
who had served in the military. 

But Social Security has never been 
more than a partial retirement program; 
even in its early years, a Social Security 
check often was not enough to enable 
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The decrease in the percentage of senior citizens able 
to retire is a troubling indicator of a larger trend — that 
today’s rising generation can expect to be less well-off 
than their parents and grandparents. 


its recipient to retire fully. Nowadays, 
with Social Security benefits dwindling 
relative to rising costs of living, the an- 
ticipated Social Security check will not 
be enough to pay for all the necessities of 
even the most Spartan lifestyle. For this 
reason, Americans regard retirement as 
something primarily funded by private in- 
come and savings. Most large employers 
still offer retirement savings programs for 
their employees, while government pro- 
grams such as IRAs encourage earners to 
set aside money for their retirement, using 
tax deductibility as an inducement. 
Besides company-based pension plans, 
Americans traditionally relied on invest- 
ment portfolios, accumulated over several 
decades of working and saving, to provide 
retirement security in old age. It was once 
axiomatic that money invested in stocks 
and bonds — especially in “blue-chip” 
corporations that returned reliable gains 
year after year — was an essential part of a 
retirement nest egg. In this respect, the life 
of this author’s grandfather was a typical 
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embodiment of the “American dream” as 
it was understood during much of the 20th 
century. After graduating from college in 
the 1930s with an engineering degree, my 
grandfather began work at a large oil com- 
pany. Despite purchasing a nice home in 
an upscale suburban New Jersey neighbor- 
hood and raising four children, he set aside 
a portion of his earnings every month to 
buy stocks. Because his peak career years 
coincided with the great post-World War IT 
economic expansion, his portfolio grew by 
leaps and bounds, allowing him to retire in 
the mid-seventies in his early 60s, move 
to a bucolic Pennsylvania country home, 
and spend much of the rest of his long life 
helping his children and grandchildren. 
When he passed away, he left a consider- 
able inheritance to all four of his children 
and indelible memories of a hardworking 
American who had risen from a humble 
upbringing in Pennsylvania coal country 
to live life to the fullest. 

Such biographies seem outlandish in the 
“new economy” of the 21st century, a time 


Golden parachute? Millions of seniors now find themselves working into their 70s and 80s, 
some because they enjoy staying busy and productive, but many because — as a result of 
persistent economic malaise — they have no choice. 
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Driving up prices: Decades of inflation and government interference in the automotive sector 


have driven new car prices into the stratosphere, making the family car one of many modern 
financial millstones that siphon off earnings that might otherwise be set aside for retirement. 


when even a modest suburban home typi- 
cally costs many times the annual salary 
of even higher-paid professionals such as 
doctors and engineers, when a family-sized 
SUV costs more than many small homes, 
and when a college degree runs well into 
six figures. Most Americans today are so 
deep in debt — from mortgages, car pay- 
ments, and student loans — that becoming 
debt-free anytime prior to their 60th birth- 
day is not a realistic prospect. 

And what is the ultimate source of this 
economy of debt? Five generations of infla- 
tion, courtesy of the Federal Reserve System 
and its creation of fiat (unbacked) money 
via the issuance of more and more debt. 
The operation of modern central banking, 
of which the American Federal Reserve (ac- 
tually the central bank of the United States, 
as the Bank of England is to England or the 
European Central Bank is to the European 
Union) is a typical study, is often simplified 
as a process whereby governments print 
unlimited amounts of “fiat” money, thereby 
debasing the value of currency and causing 


a general rise in prices. This is how inflation 
works in principle, but it is a bit of oversim- 
plification. If central banks merely cranked 
up the printing presses (or the computer 
keyboards, in the modern world), manufac- 
tured money at whim, and passed it out like 
candy at a Halloween parade, people would 
quickly cotton to what was taking place. 
They would recognize the source of all the 
new money, and there would ensue a cata- 
strophic loss of confidence in the monetary 
system. This occurred during the American 
Revolutionary War, when the Continental 
Congress was so artless as to simply print 
lots of paper “Continental dollars” and 
ship them off as payment. Hyperinflation 
ensued, and the expression “worthless as 
a Continental” summed up the public’s es- 
teem for America’s first fiat money. 

The architects of modern central bank- 
ing, most notably Benjamin Strong, the 
first head of the New York Federal Re- 
serve branch, who is usually credited with 
designing most of the operational features 
of the Federal Reserve, realized that they 


Social Security has never been more than a partial 
retirement program; even in its early years, a Social 
Security check often was not enough to enable its 


recipient to retire fully. 
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would have to find more subtle mecha- 
nisms of introducing new money into the 
money supply, to keep the general public 
in the dark. And the mechanism they set- 
tled on was debt, both public and private. 

For a large portion of its manipulation of 
the money supply, the Fed relies on “open 
market operations” (supposedly devised 
by Strong, and now used by central banks 
all over the world) whereby the Fed buys 
and sells government-issued debt (“trea- 
suries”) at weekly sessions. To ensure that 
these operations are not too inflationary, 
the Fed normally buys debt already issued 
by the U.S. Treasury to previous buyers. 
This creates greater and greater demand 
for government debt, but only indirectly. 
Nevertheless, the overall effect is that the 
government issues a certain amount of new 
debt, which will ultimately be paid for by 
the creation, ex nihilo, of new money by 
the Federal Reserve. Open market opera- 
tions are thus a very strong incentive for the 
government to issue more and more debt, 
leading to growth in the money supply and 
a general rise in prices, as the dollar’s value 
is eroded over time. 

The Fed also creates powerful incen- 
tives for private and commercial debt by 
lowering interest rates. Technically, the 
Fed can lower (or raise, if deflation is the 
goal) the interest rate that it charges to lend 
money to member banks. It knows that by 
doing this, it will also allow banks to lower 
the interest rates on commercial loans, car 
loans, mortgages, student loans, and other 
debt that they issue. And lower interest 
rates — usually, significantly lower than 
free market rates — are a strong induce- 
ment to the private sector to borrow more 
money than they would otherwise. Easier 
credit incentivizes increased borrowing, 
which in turn drives up prices. 

Put simply, the mechanism by which the 
Fed and all modern central banks operate 
is the ability to convert debt into money. 
Because this operation depends for its ef- 
fectiveness on a lack of understanding by 
the general public, these procedures are 
seldom discussed outside of advanced 
finance courses at elite universities, and 
in the privileged councils of the highest 
echelons of banking and finance. Yet from 
time to time, there are cracks in the facade. 
In September 1941, then-Chairman of the 
Federal Reserve Marriner Eccles was tes- 
tifying before a befuddled House Com- 
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mittee on Banking and Currency (now 
the Committee on Financial Services), 
when the following revealing exchange 
took place between Eccles and Congress- 
man Wright Patman, the committee chair- 
man, in response to Patman’s inquiry as to 
where the Fed had obtained $2 billion to 
purchase government bonds in 1933: 

Eccles: We created it. 

Patman: Out of what? 

Eccles: Out of the right to issue credit 
money. 

Patman: And there is nothing behind it, 
is there, except our government’s credit? 

Eccles: That is what our money system 
is. If there were no debts in our money sys- 
tem, there wouldnt be any money. [Em- 
phasis added.] 

In other words, if Americans suddenly 
began refusing to borrow money, our in- 
flationary money system would collapse. 
Debt is the broken reed upon which the 
modern fiat money systems lean. 

Inflation, properly defined as an in- 
crease in the money supply, has a devas- 
tating effect on the long-term economic 
well-being of ordinary people in two 
ways. First, the infusion of new money 
into the economy drives up prices of ev- 
erything, including big-ticket items such 
as houses, cars, and college educations, 
requiring the borrowing of more and more 
money to afford them. Mortgages that 
used to take 10 or 20 years to pay off are 
now extended for three decades or more, 


Stop the presses! Decades of printed “fiat” money have destroyed much of the worth of the 


meaning that the average individual can 
expect to spend his entire productive life 
paying off his mortgage. Student loans for 
ordinary four-year undergraduate degrees 
now routinely exceed $50,000, and also 
require decades to pay off — along with 
mountains of interest accrued along the 
way. Under such conditions, Americans 
have become accustomed to purchasing 
even ordinary items, such as household 
appliances, on credit. The second major 
consequence of inflation is that it disin- 
centivizes old-fashioned savings. Even if 
they do not understand its mechanisms, 
most people grasp that, over time, money 
put into a savings account, a CD, ora cash 
stash will — thanks to steady inflation — 
lose value. They therefore reason that buy- 
ing on easy credit or putting money into 
riskier investments dependent on the vi- 
cissitudes of the stock and money markets 
makes more sense than a simple savings 
plan. Tragically, under the modern regime 
of inflation, it is simply no longer true that 
a penny saved is a penny earned. 

The long-term effect of all of this, of 
course, is that few Americans can realis- 
tically contemplate retirement, since they 
will spend their productive years paying 
off debt rather than saving and investing 
for their golden years. As those of us near- 
ing retirement age can attest, youth passes 
quickly, and with it, opportunities to set 
aside money for a time in life when we 
will no longer be able to bounce out of bed 


dollar and personal savings. The only way to restore sound money and end inflation is to stop 
printing money and bring back the precious-metal standard the Founders gave us. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


AP Images 


at 5 or 6 a.m. and work five or six days a 
week, eight to 12 hours (or more) a day. Yet 
many Americans are less worried than they 
should be at the steady corrosion of their 
and their children’s standard of living. 

One reason some of us do not get overly 
concerned about inflation is that it seems 
to be too insignificant to make much of a 
difference. Why get exercised over some- 
thing that, we are told, has largely been 
“tamed,” that runs at an insignificant rate 
of one or two percent a year? Inflation is 
the bugbear of backward economies in 
corrupt Third World countries such as Ar- 
gentina and Zimbabwe, we reassure our- 
selves, but is not a factor in “advanced” 
economies such as our own. 

The whole truth is rather more stark. It 
is certainly true that countries such as Ar- 
gentina have higher, more obvious rates of 
inflation. In such places, currency has virtu- 
ally no worth at all, so earnings are immedi- 
ately converted into foreign currencies such 
as U.S. dollars, or into precious metal, real 
estate, and other assets guaranteed not to 
depreciate. Such countries, whose curren- 
cies are not readily negotiable outside their 
own borders, do not have the luxury, as the 
United States does, of exporting some of 
the effects of inflation by selling their gov- 
ernment debt to foreign entities. 

But with our own “manageable” infla- 
tion rates, the full story is artfully concealed 
from the public, by the “smooth-tongued 
wizards” at the Bureau of Labor Statis- 
tics and other government and quasi-gov- 
ernment entities. Their job is to massage 
statistics in order to divert public attention 
from the mess we’re in. The way in which 
inflation rates are calculated has been mod- 
ified repeatedly in recent decades, such that 
our current official inflation rate of around 
2.5 percent would be over six percent if 
calculated by methods used in 1990, and 
nearly 11 percent if reckoned according to 
the standards of 1980. What’s more, the of- 
ficial inflation rate of just over five percent 
during the depths of the Great Recession 
in late 2008 would have come out about 
nine percent in 1990 terms and 14 percent 
in 1980. These are numbers quite compa- 
rable to the infamous “stagflation” of the 
1970s and 1980s, yet they are no longer 
news because the truth has been buried in 
a landfill of lies and misleading statistics. 
What’s more, these “inflation rates” are 
based on the consumer price index (CPI), 
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which evaluates a basket of prices relative 
to goods and services deemed “consum- 
ables” by government economists who cal- 
culate them. The way the CPI is calculated 
has often drawn criticism for not covering 
all aspects of pricing, and thereby providing 
an incomplete snapshot of inflation. Hous- 
ing prices, for example, are evaluated in 
terms of rental costs, not the actual cost of 
new houses. The cost of houses purchased 
is represented in terms of how much they 
would be worth as rental units, the rationale 
being that a house purchase is a one-time 
event, not a “consumable” product such as 
groceries or gasoline. Because the CPI does 
not accurately take into account the dizzy- 
ing rise in the price of certain big-ticket 
items such as new houses, it tends to sig- 
nificantly underreport real inflation rates, 
and encourages the delusion that inflation is 
only about rising costs in the produce aisle 
and at the gas pump. 

Caught in the inflationary vise between 
rising prices and vanishing savings, many 
Americans have adapted in the only way 
they can: by borrowing and spending 
money rather than saving it, and by assum- 
ing that somehow, the Powers That Be (the 
administrators of the Social Security pro- 
gram and of their corporate pension plans) 
will have the wisdom to ensure that they 
still have enough assets to retire in their 
golden years, as their parents and grand- 
parents were able to do. 

But the economic reality is far oth- 
erwise. As almost everyone is at least 
vaguely aware, the Social Security system 
is broke, dependent on continued govern- 
ment deficit spending to continue meeting 
its obligations to Social Security recipi- 
ents. No amount of gradual reductions in 
the promised benefits can ultimately stave 
off insolvency for Social Security. This is 
an unpleasant truth that too few Ameri- 
cans are willing to accept. No one really 
knows how deeply in debt the Social Se- 
curity program is, since its balance sheet 
is arbitrarily deemed “off-budget.” It has 
been estimated that, because of Social Se- 
curity’s dire straits, the federal debt may 
be tens of trillions of dollars more than the 
official figure of around $21 trillion. 

Whatever be the case, the value of Social 
Security payouts in real purchasing power 
has declined dramatically over the decades, 
and will continue to do so. And the infla- 
tionary regime has destroyed nearly 100 
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percent of the value of the dollar since the 
founding of the Federal Reserve in 1913, 
and will continue to wreak havoc on our 
national currency as long as the fiat money 
system is allowed to endure. 

Nor is inflation the only reason for our 
slowly declining standard of living. In ad- 
dition to participating in the inflationary 
con game, the federal government also 
spends lavishly on all sorts of welfarist 
conceits that violate both constitutional 
limits on federal power and the dictates of 
economic common sense. For example, 
student loans are not merely facilitated by 
a monetary system that rewards greater 
and greater indebtedness; they are also 
directly subsidized by the federal govern- 
ment, a factor that further contributes to 
unnaturally cheap and easy credit for edu- 
cation loans and the consequent run-up in 
the cost of a college education. To appre- 
ciate just how great this run-up has been, 
consider the findings of a recent article on 
Quartz.com, which showed that an aver- 
age student in 1979 needed to work 182 
hours at minimum wage to pay for a year’s 
college tuition — money that could easily 
be raised with a part-time summer job. In 
2013, the average student would have to 
work 991 hours (a full-time, half-year job) 
to accomplish the same. As a more specif- 
ic example, in 1979 a single credit-hour at 
Michigan State University cost 8.44 hours 
of minimum-wage work, meaning that an 
entire semester’s tuition could be paid for 
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No reserves: America’s century-old central bank, as has been often pointed out, is neither federal 


with a couple of weeks of such work. But 
by 2014, a single credit-hour at MSU cost 
a whopping 60 hours of minimum-wage 
work. And these figures pertain only to tu- 
ition; the cost of housing, textbooks, and 
overall fees have mushroomed alongside 
tuition. Quartz.com concludes that, by 
1993, “working one’s way through col- 
lege,” an age-old component of the Ameri- 
can dream, had become impossible. 

It is well documented that universi- 
ties now spend enormous amounts on the 
bloated salaries of legions of administra- 
tors, many of them hired to enforce every 
trivial politically correct mandate and quota 
imaginable. Where student tuitions once 
paid the salaries of a university president, 
provost, and handful of essential adminis- 
trative staff, in addition to the professors, 
they now pay to support the bloated bu- 
reaucratic minions made both necessary 
and possible by modern progressive Big 
Government. All of these conceits would 
vanish in a hurry were colleges and univer- 
sities once again forced to operate without 
generous federal subsidies and student-loan 
guarantees. Otherwise put, if students had 
to pay their own way through college, up 
front or via loans with no deferred pay- 
ments or interest schedules, they would de- 
mand that colleges and universities again 
provide top-notch, no-frills, cost-effective 
education. This would lead to, among other 
things, a swift return to college degrees 
that could be paid for within a few years of 


nor a reserve. Its job is to manipulate the money supply by manufacturing money. This is done 
via various subtle mechanisms that allow the Fed to convert debt into new money. 
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College woes: A modern college education has become a debt trap for tens of millions of 
Americans, imposing costs and debts that take decades to be paid off and, according to current 
law, cannot be eliminated via bankruptcy. Education costs have become another government- 
created financial burden that militates against financial independence. 


graduation, like those my parents received, 
and an end to the lifetime of bondage that 
is modern student-loan debt. 

As another example, imagine what 
would happen to home prices if federal 
subsidies of home loans were eliminated. 
Under the current regime of inflation and 
subsidies, home prices have skyrocketed. 
In 1970, the average cost of a house in 
2000 dollars was $65,600. By 1980, it 
had risen to $93,400, by 1990 $101,100, 
and by 2000, $119,600. Today the median 
home price is about $200,000, despite the 
housing crash last decade. 

If the government subsidies, loan guar- 
antees, and inflationary policies that have 
been driving the housing bubble were to 
go away, people would be far less willing 
to borrow massive amounts of money, and 
sellers would be forced to lower their pric- 
es. The traditional middle-class midlife 
ritual of burning the mortgage upon final 
payment would return, and most couples 
would be living in their own home by the 
time they reached their early 50s. 

If such changes came to pass, Ameri- 
cans would rediscover the joy of paying 
for homes, cars, and college educations in 
reasonable time intervals, and once again 
contemplate being debt-free by middle age 
and retired in their seniority. We would 
once again be a nation of solvent, self- 
reliant people able to help our children 
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rise even further than we could, and not 
dependent our entire lives on the illusory 
largess of bankers and Big Government. 

But that is not what America’s leftist 
social planners want. They envision not a 
nation of rugged individualists but a cowed 
populace of dependent paupers. Inflation 
and government subsidies (including so- 
called entitlements) work together to pro- 
duce such a result, and the disappearance 
of retirement — a fringe benefit of modern 
civilization only possible in a free market 
society that produces surplus wealth — is 
but one of the byproducts of the leftist pro- 
gram. Whereas traditional American culture 
valued — and could realistically contem- 
plate — self-reliance, modern America is 
enthralled with government dependency. 
Self-reliance, after all, can only be realized 
by paying off debt and accumulating sav- 
ings, both of which are increasingly difficult 
in inflationary times. 

It has become fashionable to deride 
“millennials” for their supposed attitude 
of entitlement. But 
in fairness to the ris- 
ing generation, how 
can they be expected 
to be as self-reliant 
as their parents and 
grandparents if the 
erosion of our eco- 
nomic well-being 
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denies them the opportunities their par- 
ents had? The entitlement mind-set, which 
has been around in certain social strata 
for generations, tends to create its own 
demand. Today’s housing and education 
subsidies were put in place in response 
to the demands of earlier generations, 
especially during the ’60s and ’70s. The 
damage they have inflicted on housing 
and education costs has triggered cries 
for more entitlements, which have in turn 
exacerbated the problems. 

What is needed in our day, if we are to 
return to — and perhaps even exceed — 
the standard of living of recent generations, 
including this writer’s, is a complete break 
with the erroneous ways of thinking urged 
on us by the Left. Instead of denigrating the 
free market system our ancestors enjoyed, 
we should celebrate and re-institute it. We 
should do away with the Byzantine regula- 
tions, subsidies, and other forms of federal 
interference in our economy that have cre- 
ated this crisis. Above all, the century-old 
regime of inflation that has quietly and 
steadily robbed middle-class America of 
its wealth should be done away with, the 
Federal Reserve shuttered, and fiat money 
replaced with the old-fashioned precious 
-metal standard that allowed generations of 
Americans to prosper. 

Calls to do these things have been 
sounding for years, but so far, the 
“Swamp” has successfully resisted seri- 
ous rollbacks of its leftist program. For 
things to change, more Americans need to 
understand exactly how their wealth and 
dreams are being stolen. That a candidate 
such as Donald Trump could be elected 
president shows that more and more 
Americans are waking up to the reality 
that something is seriously wrong with 
our country. The fact that, so far, Trump 
has found few supporters in Congress for 
many of his proposals, and that taxes and 
inflation remain high, indicates that too 
few Americans yet understand why and 
how we have reached such a pass. 


/_ discount prices. To pla 
’T www.shopjbs.org or s 


pages 34-35. 


few American 


THAT FREEDOM SHALL NOT PERISH 


SUBSCRIBE TODAY! 


www. TheNewAmerican.com © (800) 727-8783 


AP Images 


DUELING INVESTIGATIONS 


It’s Mueller, DOJ-FBI, Democrats, and media vs. Trump and 
GOP congressional supporters — as the inspector general’s 
report pulls punches and dodges obvious conclusions. 


by William F. Jasper 


s Special Counsel Robert Muel- 
A ler presses aggressively forward 

with his Trump-Russia investiga- 
tion, which President Donald Trump has 
repeatedly denounced as a “witch hunt,” 
House and Senate investigations are in- 
tensifying their own probes of the FBI 
and Department of Justice. Republican 
leaders of House and Senate committees 
have threatened to use all the tools at their 
disposal — subpoena powers, contempt 
citations, and impeachment — against 
DOJ and FBI officials who have been 
stonewalling congressional demands for 
documents related to (among other things) 
the Hillary Clinton e-mail scandal and il- 
legal FBI spying on Donald Trump and his 
campaign team. 

Even before he officially took over 
the Oval Office, President-elect Donald 
Trump was facing unprecedented opposi- 
tion from within the federal bureaucracy 
and from “the powers that be” beyond 
anything ever experienced by any of his 
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White House predecessors. Never before 
had we witnessed an election — and then 
the inauguration of a new administration 
— in which the heads and former heads 
of the FBI, CIA, and NSA have publicly 
taken partisan sides and have attempted to 
unseat a constitutionally elected president 
of the United States. In addition to former 
CIA chief John Brennan, former NSA 
chief James Clapper, former FBI chief 
James Comey, and former CIA chief Mi- 
chael Hayden, dozens more of their Deep 
State minions have joined the viciously 
anti-Trump Big Media chorus in nonstop 
attacks against the president. Why? Be- 
cause he had pledged to drain the fetid, 
bipartisan, globalist swamp they were try- 
ing feverishly to guard and preserve. 
President Trump has found himself in 
the uniquely unenviable situation where 
he not only is battling the left-wing media 
and obstructionist Democrats in Congress, 
but also is having to deal with a mysteri- 
ously uncooperative attorney general of 
his own choosing (Jeff Sessions), a devi- 
ous and hostile deputy attorney general 


DEEP STATE 


Biased report on bias: U.S. Justice 
Department Inspector General Michael 
Horowitz testifies before the Senate Judiciary 
Committee on June 18, 2018, regarding his 
report (inset) into FBI political bias in the 
Clinton and Trump investigations. 


(Rod Rosenstein), and a bevy of obstruc- 
tionist Republicans in Congress. 

On June 14, the inspector general (IG) 
of the U.S. Department of Justice, Mi- 
chael E. Horowitz, issued his long-await- 
ed report that many Trump supporters had 
hoped would deliver a definitive blow 
exposing the skulduggery and criminal 
actions by Deep State actors to aid Hill- 
ary Clinton and sabotage Donald Trump. 
While it did indeed provide important 
new incriminating information, the mas- 
sive 568-page report, which was more 
than a year in the making, disappointingly 
straddled the fence, making excuses for 
actions, lies, and deception by FBI offi- 
cials that would have sent other ordinary 
citizens to prison. 

While presenting evidence of blatant 
bias and appalling actions — by former 
FBI Director James Comey, FBI Agent 
Peter Strzok, FBI attorney Lisa Page, for- 
mer FBI Deputy Directory Andrew Mc- 
Cabe, and others (see details below) — the 
IG report, nonetheless, exonerates from 
charges of bias, bending over backwards 
to accept incredible, self-serving explana- 
tions by the offending parties. 

Regarding former FBI Director Comey, 
for instance, the Horowitz report states: 
“Comey’s public statement announced that 
the FBI had completed its Midyear [Clin- 
ton e-mail] investigation, criticized Clinton 
and her senior aides as ‘extremely careless’ 
in their handling of classified information, 
stated that the FBI was recommending 
that the Department decline prosecution of 
Clinton, and asserted that ‘no reasonable 
prosecutor’ would prosecute Clinton based 
on the facts developed by the FBI during its 
investigation.” The report goes on to say, 
“While we found no evidence that Comey’s 
statement was the result of bias or an effort 
to influence the election, we did not find his 
justifications for issuing the statement to be 
reasonable or persuasive.” 

The IG report further states: “We con- 
cluded that Comey’s unilateral announce- 
ment was inconsistent with Department 
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policy and violated long-standing Depart- 
ment practice and protocol,” that “Comey 
usurped the authority of the Attorney 
General,” and that he “inadequately and 
incompletely described the legal position 
of Department prosecutors.” Elsewhere, 
the report criticized Comey for “insubor- 
dination” and “deviation from Department 
practice.” 

The report documents plenty of “ex- 
traordinary” insubordination, usurpation, 
deviation, inconsistency, etc., but, ap- 
parently, in order to make the determina- 
tion of bias, IG Horowitz requires a full 
confession or a tape-recorded statement 
from Comey, or an e-mail or note from 
him explicitly proclaiming, “I’m doing 
this because I’m biased for Hillary and 
against Trump.” Even the anti-Trump text 
rantings of FBI’s Peter Strzok and Lisa 
Page don’t provide sufficient proof to 
Team Horowitz of bias. He is adhering to 
a self-imposed standard of evidence that is 
patently ludicrous. 


No Bias Here? 

Writing for National Review, Andrew C. 
McCarthy, a former federal prosecutor, 
observes: “For all his assiduous attention 
to detail, IG Horowitz has weaved a no- 
common-sense report.” McCarthy points 
to the infamous texts between FBI Agent 
Peter Strzok and his paramour, FBI at- 
torney Lisa Page, which were “part of a 
ceaseless stream of anti-Trump bile.” 

All of this, McCarthy notes, “occurs 
against a backdrop in which the FBI has 
tushed to close the Clinton-emails investi- 
gation on an arbitrary deadline for patently 
political reasons — no other criminal in- 
vestigation is guided by the electoral cal- 
endar. And it occurs at the moment the FBI 
is moving aggressively to turn its coun- 
terintelligence powers against the Trump 
campaign: An informant has already been 
deployed, intelligence agents are mobiliz- 


“We'll stop it”: FBI Agent Peter Strzok and FBI attorney Lisa Page sent many profane anti-Trump 
messages while implementing pro-Clinton and anti-Trump actions. 


ing, foreign intelligence contacts have been 
tapped, and the bureau will soon submit to 
the FISA court an application to surveil 
Trump adviser Carter Page — an appli- 
cation that breaks every rule in the book: 
anonymous foreign sources spouting multi- 
ple hearsay, no corroboration, no disclosure 
to the court that it comes from the opposi- 
tion presidential campaign, no explanation 
that the foreigner who supplied the unveri- 
fied allegations has been booted from the 
investigation for lying, etc. Yet you’re not 
supposed to string any of that together.” 

It comes as no surprise then that FBI Di- 
rector Christopher Wray, who has joined 
DOJ’s Rod Rosenstein in resisting the re- 
lease of lawfully requested documents to 
congressional committees, pounced on the 
report as a vindicatory triumph. According 
to Director Wray, addressing a press con- 
ference on June 14, “The Inspector Gen- 
eral didn’t find any evidence of political 
bias or improper consideration impacting 
the investigation under review.” 


This adds to the previously disclosed Strzok-Page 
messages, among which are references to Trump as 
an “idiot,” a “douche,” and a “loathsome human,” and 
which refer to an anti-Trump “secret society” at the FBI 
and their plans for an “insurance policy” against Trump. 


18 


Likewise, Adam Schiff, the ranking 
Democrat obstructionist on the House In- 
telligence Committee, said the IG probe 
“found no evidence” that Comey and 
other FBI and Justice Department offi- 
cials “acted on the basis of political bias 
or other improper considerations.” 

Moreover, Schiff said, “Nothing in the 
IG’s report calls into question the legiti- 
macy or conduct of the Special Counsel’s 
Russia investigation or the importance of 
allowing the Special Counsel to complete 
his work without political interference.” 

Yep, no bias here, move along. So, there 
should be no surprise that the anti-Trump/ 
pro-Clinton/pro-Obama media choir im- 
mediately began hymning the Alleluia 
Exoneration refrain. In his New York 
Times op-ed entitled “The Report’s Real 
Message: Trump Is Lying,” David Leon- 
hardt urged readers to “focus on the big 
picture.” The IG report, he insists, shows 
“Federal investigators and prosecutors did 
not give preferential treatment to Clinton. 
They pursued the case on the merits.” 
The virulently anti-Trump crowd at CNN, 
MSNBC, CBS, PBS, etc., echoed and re- 
echoed the same “no evidence of political 
bias” theme in story after story. According 
to the establishment media, the IG report 
proves Hillary received no favorable treat- 
ment from the FBI investigation regarding 
her use of a private e-mail server for send- 
ing and receiving classified material. 

However, President Trump and his sup- 
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porters have pointed to the same report and 
declared that it vindicates the president’s 
claim he was subjected to biased political 
attacks by the FBI. President Trump tweet- 
ed on June 15, “FBI Agent Peter Strzok, 
who headed the Clinton & Russia inves- 
tigations, texted to his lover Lisa Page, in 
the IG Report, that ‘we’ll stop’ candidate 
Trump from becoming President. Doesn’t 
get any lower than that!” 

So, is there truly “no evidence” of bias, 
or are all such claims based on “no-com- 
mon-sense” readings of what is clearly a 
“ceaseless stream of anti-Trump bile” and 
pro-Hillary decisions? Readers may decide 
for themselves by downloading a copy of 
the ponderous tome (at https://www.jus- 
tice.gov/file/107199 1/download). 

To assist in that effort, we present here, 
in brief, some of the more notable revela- 
tions in the IG report, which carries the 
official title of “A Review of Various Ac- 
tions by the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion and Department of Justice in Advance 
of the 2016 Election.” 


Peter Strzok and Lisa Page 
Strzok and Page have been at the center 
of the FBI-DOJ scandal, owing to leaks of 
their infamous e-mail and text exchanges. 
Strzok is the FBI’s former No. 2 counterin- 
telligence official and a top investigator in 
both the Clinton e-mail investigation and 
the Trump-Russia collusion investigation. 
He interviewed Hillary Clinton and her 
aides Huma Abedin and Cheryl Mills. In 
the case of Abedin and Mills, he showed 
incredibly biased leniency in accepting 
their obviously false claims that they had 
no knowledge of Clinton’s secret e-mail 
server. It was Strzok who changed the 
final wording of James Comey’s July 2016 
statement, reducing the characterization of 
Clinton’s actions from “grossly negligent” 
to “extremely careless.” This was no small 
matter, since the former would have sub- 
jected Clinton to criminal charges, whereas 
the latter provided a mere knuckle rap. In 
other words, he helped Comey provide 
Clinton with a “Get Out of Jail Free” card. 
Contrast this treatment with the brutal 
squeeze Strzok put on President Trump’s 
then-National Security Advisor General 
Michael Flynn. Lisa Page, Strzok’s lover 
at the FBI, was legal counsel to former 
Deputy Director Andrew McCabe. 

Strzok and Page were both assigned 
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to Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s 
Trump-Russia investigation — until their 
anti-Trump text messages began leaking 
out. The IG report provides a new, never- 
before-released text between the two, in 
which Strzok assures a distraught Page 
that he will not allow Trump to become 
president. In an August 8, 2016 text mes- 
sage Page asked Strzok, “[Trump’s] not 
ever going to become president, right? 
Right?!” 

Strzok replied, “No. No he won’t. We’ Il 
stop it.” 

We’ll stop it? What does that mean? 
What will “we” stop, and what means will 
be used to do so? Under questioning dur- 
ing televised congressional hearings, IG 
Horowitz confirmed that his understand- 
ing of the “it” that Strzok intended to stop 
was the election and/or inauguration of 
Donald Trump as president of the United 
States. That is very serious business, es- 
pecially for someone in Strzok’s high 
position of power. This adds to the pre- 
viously disclosed Strzok-Page messages, 
among which are references to Trump as 
an “idiot,” a “douche,” and a “loathsome 
human,” and which refer to an anti-Trump 
“secret society” at the FBI and their plans 
for an “insurance policy” against Trump. 

The IG report notes that the Strzok-Page 
texts are “not only indicative of a biased 
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state of mind but, even more seriously, 
implies a willingness to take official ac- 
tion to impact the presidential candidate’s 
electoral prospects.” 

Nevertheless, the most severe condem- 
nation Horowitz could muster was to say 
that they “demonstrated extremely poor 
judgment and a gross lack of profession- 
alism.” The upshot? According to the IG 
report: “We therefore refer this informa- 
tion to the FBI for its handling and con- 
sideration of whether the messages sent by 
the five employees listed above violated 
the FBI’s Offense Code of Conduct.” It’s 
not likely that Strzok, Page, and the others 
are sweating that outcome, although they 
may be sweating over House and Senate 
committee grillings that still await them. 

Who are the additional three unidenti- 
fied agents mentioned in the report who 
are merely referred to as “Agent 1,” 
“Agent 5,” and “FBI Attorney 2”? During 
House hearings on June 19, Representa- 
tive Mark Meadows named Sally Moyer 
as FBI Agent 5 and Kevin Clinesmith was 
identified as FBI Attorney 2. 

On April 11, 2018 Senator Dr. Rand 
Paul (R-Ky.) released a letter from the FBI 
admitting that Agents Peter Strzok and 
Lisa Page still have their ‘Top Secret’ se- 
curity clearances, which give them access 
to the highest levels of official, private, 


Helping Hillary: Among many favorable FBI actions extended to Hillary Clinton (right) was 
allowing her aides Cheryl Mills (left) and Heather Samuelson to sit in on the FBI interview with 
Clinton, while Mills and Samuelson were themselves suspects. 
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and personal data. “It is outrageous that 
agents who have been previously caught 
red-handed expressing their bias against 
President Trump continue to have access 
to Americans’ private data,” Dr. Paul said 
in a press release. Just as disturbing is the 
fact that the FBI’s Christopher Wray and 
DOJ’s Rod Rosenstein took more than two 
months to make this simple confirmation 
in response to the senator’s request. 


James Comey, Andrew McCabe 

The IG report found James Comey’s ac- 
tions to hide his decision to publicly exon- 
erate Clinton from Attorney General Lo- 
retta Lynch (his boss) “extraordinary and 
insubordinate.” The report also revealed 
that Comey was using a personal e-mail ac- 
count for official FBI matters (a big no-no) 
at the same time the FBI was investigating 
Clinton for her use of a private e-mail ac- 
count and server. The FBI’s former second 
in command, Andrew McCabe, according 
to the IG report, lied several times to IG 
investigators, including lying about leaking 
sensitive information to a Wall Street Jour- 
nal reporter. That’s a criminal offense that 
could land him in prison, even though the 
IG report soft-pedaled the offense, saying 
McCabe “lacked candor” rather than accus- 
ing him of lying or perjury. 


Cozy Comrades: 

Secret FBI-Media Relations 

The Trump administration was hampered 
by continual leaks from day one, and it is 
clear that much of the leaking came from 
anti-Trump officials in the FBI and DOJ. 
FBI Director James Comey and Deputy 
Director Andrew McCabe were two of the 
most notorious leakers. However, they ei- 
ther encouraged and directed their subor- 
dinates to leak also, or looked the other 
way, as long as the leaking was furthering 
an objective that they approved of. 

The IG report states: “The Media 
Policy in effect both at the time of these 
events and currently authorizes only four 
employees at FBI Headquarters to speak 
directly to the media without prior autho- 
rization. This list includes the Director, 
Deputy Director, Associate Deputy Di- 
rector, and the Assistant Director of the 
Office of Public Affairs (OPA).” 

IG Horowitz notes that “although FBI 
policy strictly limits the employees who 
are authorized to speak to the media, we 
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found that this policy appeared to be wide- 
ly ignored.” “We identified numerous FBI 
employees, at all levels of the organization 
and with no official reason to be in contact 
with the media, who were nevertheless in 
frequent contact with reporters,” the IG 
report continues. It goes on to state: 


In addition to the significant num- 
ber of communications between FBI 
employees and journalists, we iden- 
tified social interactions between 
FBI employees and journalists that 
were, at a minimum, inconsistent 
with FBI policy and Department 
ethics rules. For example, we identi- 
fied instances where FBI employees 
received tickets to sporting events 
from journalists, went on golfing 
outings with media representatives, 
were treated to drinks and meals 
after work by reporters, and were 
the guests of journalists at nonpublic 
social events. 


Pro-Clinton/Obama 

“Resistance” Inside FBI 

“Trump’s supporters are all poor to mid- 
dle class, uneducated, lazy POS [pieces 
of ****].” That’s just one of many phone 
text, instant message, and e-mail expres- 
sions by FBI employees indicating that a 
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significant number of the bureau’s person- 
nel — including, especially, at the upper 
levels — are highly politicized. Here’s 
more of the context for the expression 
quoted above, part of an instant-message 
dialogue between an unnamed duo desig- 
nated as “FBI Attorney 2” and “FBI Em- 
ployee” on November 9, 2016, the day 
after the presidential election: 


FBI Attorney 2: “I am numb.” 

FBI Employee: “I can’t stop cry- 
ing.” 

FBI Attorney 2: “That makes me 
even more sad.” 

FBI Employee: “Like, what hap- 
pened?” 

FBI Employee: “You promised me 
this wouldn’t happen. YOU PROM- 
ISED.... I’m very upset.” 

FBI Attorney 2: “I am so stressed 
about what I could have done differ- 
ently...” 

FBI Attorney 2: “I’m just devas- 
tated.... I just can’t imagine the sys- 
tematic disassembly of the progress 
we made over the last 8 years. ACA 
[ObamaCare] is gone. Who knows if 
the rhetoric about deporting people, 
walls, and crap is true.” 


Here’s another troubling exchange be- 
tween two unidentified FBI attorneys: 
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Deep State G-men exposed: Former FBI Director James Comey and his deputy, Andrew McCabe, 
have been exposed blatantly violating standard investigative procedure to help Hillary Clinton, 
while at the same time doing everything possible to hurt President Trump. 
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FBI Attorney 1: “Is it making you re- 
think your commitment to the Trump 
administration?” 

FBI Attorney 2: “Hell no.... Viva 
le resistance.” 


The accumulated evidence indicates that 
the anti-Trump “Resistance” elements 
within the FBI/DOJ have been doing ev- 
erything within their power to sabotage 
the Trump administration from the get-go, 
while the radical anti-Trump “Resistance” 
carries out the disruptive — and often vio- 
lent — street demonstrations try to sabo- 
tage the administration from the outside. 
All of this and much more is to be found 
in the IG report. However, according to IG 
Horowitz, he couldn’t prove that any of 
this political bias caused the FBI officials 
and agents involved to illegally or inap- 
propriately use their official capacities in a 
biased manner against the Trump adminis- 
tration or in favor of Hillary Clinton. 
Incredible! However, it is not surpris- 
ing. We have seen this many times be- 
fore, as, for instance, in the case of the 
IG report exposing egregious actions of 
the FBI lab under President Bill Clinton 
and Attorney General Janet Reno. The in- 
spector general and his investigators are 
on a leash held by the head of the agency 
they are investigating. The IG is under 
pressure not to rock the boat too much. 
Even if the IG and his team are coura- 
geous and dig deep, the final IG report 
goes through editing and massaging by 
Department of Justice and FBI higher- 
ups before publication. All too rarely are 
high-level officials prosecuted and pun- 
ished over malfeasance exposed in IG 
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investigations. If a scandal is hot enough 
and the public must be satisfied, a lower- 
level employee can usually be found to 
sacrifice as a scapegoat. 

It may be recalled that in 2014, 47 fed- 
eral inspectors general signed a letter to 
Congress warning that IG investigations 
were being obstructed by the Obama ad- 
ministration. THE NEw AMERICAN reported 
at the time: “In all, 47 inspectors general 
from across the federal government — 
many of them appointed by Obama — 
wrote to Congress this month warning that 
their work and investigations were being 
unlawfully impeded. Among other con- 
cerns, the officials cited denial of access to 
documents, wild interpretations of statutes 
purporting to authorize the stonewalling, 
undermining the independence of the in- 
spectors general, and similar tactics being 
used by top administration officials.” 

Unfortunately, many of the Obama of- 
ficials that were obstructing investigations 
by those inspectors general — at the DOJ 
and elsewhere — are still populating the 
swamp and obstructing justice under the 
Trump administration. Following release 
of the IG report, Representative Devin 
Nunes (R-Calif.), chairman of the House 
Intelligence Committee; Representative 
Trey Gowdy (R-S.C.), chairman of the 
House Oversight Committee; and Rep- 
resentative Bob Goodlatte (R-Va.), chair 
of the House Judiciary Committee, along 
with House Speaker Paul Ryan (R-Wis.), 
met with Wray and Rosenstein to let them 
know that they would not continue to ac- 
cept the DOJ-FBI stonewalling, “slow- 
walking” of documents, and excessive 
redacting of documents. 


The Swamp remains in place: FBI Director 
Christopher Wray (left) and Deputy Attorney 
General Rod Rosenstein have continued 

to stonewall congressional requests for 
documents, while enabling the Mueller “witch 
hunt” aimed at unseating President Trump. 


Chairman Nunes, who has been increas- 
ingly and visibly angry in news interviews 
over the DOJ-FBI obstruction of his com- 
mittee’s investigation, has stated that he 
has reached the end of his patience with 
the dilatory tactics and is ready to begin 
more robust action against obstruction- 
ist officials. The threats have had some 
effect; the DOJ and FBI have released 
more batches of documents, but it is still 
not known how responsive those releases 
have been with regard to the most critical 
documents Congress has been requesting, 
or how extensive are the redactions. 

While the Horowitz report has exposed 
much bias, corruption, obstruction, and 
sabotage by top-level FBI officials, it did 
not delve deeply into the even bigger vi- 
per’s nest at Justice (which oversees the 
FBI) involving former Acting Attorney 
General Sally Yates, Special Counsel 
Robert Mueller, and top DOJ officials 
Rod Rosenstein, Matthew Axelrod, Scott 
Schools, Peter Kadzik, and others. Consid- 
ering how long it has taken IG Horowitz 
to complete his report and how deficient 
it turned out to be, members of Congress 
would be foolish to wait for his next re- 
port. They should proceed posthaste, using 
all tools at their disposal to hold the De- 
partment of Justice and FBI officials to ac- 
count and force them to release the thou- 
sands of documents they have been hiding 
from the American people. 
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Business Taxes 
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ARE BAD BUSINESS 


The corporate income tax, which leftists persistently call 
to raise to “tax the rich,” gets paid by either workers, 
stockholders (often retired people), or consumers. 


by Brian Farmer 


nomics that when you subsidize 

something, you get more of it, and 
when you tax something, you get less of 
it. As a result, by taking a relatively large 
share of business income in taxes, the U.S. 
government tends to penalize productive 
activity. Before the 2012 presidential elec- 
tion, the top statutory corporate income 
tax rate, which includes both the federal 
and the average state corporate income tax 
rates, was more than 39 percent in 2011, 
the second highest in the industrialized 
word, behind only that of Japan. 

Until the 1980s, corporate income tax 
rates in the “social democracies” exceeded 
America’s corporate income tax rate. At 
that point, virtually all of the nations that 
the United States competes against, even 
the most socialist of the lot, such as Swe- 
den, began to come to the conclusion that, 
if they wanted to prosper in a global mar- 
ketplace, penalizing entrepreneurship in 
this way was not a good idea. To attract 
business, the corporate income tax rates 


I t is a fundamental principle of eco- 
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in those countries began to decline. The 
United States lowered its top corporate in- 
come tax rate one time, in 1986, but then 
raised it again in 1993, even though by that 
time the industrialized world average had 
dropped below that of the United States. 

The corporate income tax rate became 
a topic of discussion in the lead-up to the 
2012 presidential election, as President 
Barack Obama and Republican candidate 
Mitt Romney put forth their preferred poli- 
cies. According to the February 2012 “Pres- 
ident’s Framework for Business Tax Re- 
form,” released jointly by the White House 
and the U.S. Treasury Department, the 
United States should have “[reduced] the 
top corporate tax rate from 35 percent to 28 
percent.” Romney’s budget plan called for 
reducing the top corporate income tax rate 
to 25 percent to “jumpstart the economy,” 
since the economic recovery from what 
has been called “The Great Recession” of 
2007-2009 had been the most anemic post- 
recession recovery in U.S. history. 

In April of 2016, the Obama administra- 
tion announced a move to discourage “cor- 
porate inversions,” in which a U.S.-based 


Out of here: Incentivized by the excessively 
high U.S. corporate income tax rate, Johnson 
Controls launched this new plant in the Czech 
Republic during May of 2014, and moved its 
headquarters from Milwaukee to Ireland in 
2016. 


company merges with a foreign company 
and then moves its corporate headquarters 
abroad in order to pay the lower corporate 
tax rate in that foreign country. In an update 
to the “President’s Framework for Busi- 
ness Tax Reform,” the White House and 
the U.S. Treasury Department proposed a 
19-percent tax on foreign earnings in order 
to remove the incentive for American com- 
panies to relocate abroad. They also re- 
peated their desire to reduce the corporate 
income tax rate from 35 percent to 28 per- 
cent and put “the United States in line with 
major competitor countries and encourage 
greater investment in America.” 

In October of 2017, Republicans in the 
U.S. House of Representatives proposed a 
new tax plan supported by the Trump ad- 
ministration, the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, 
which would cut the federal corporate tax 
rate from 35 percent to 20 percent. Senate 
Republicans unveiled their own tax-plan 
bill on November 9, 2017, which would 
delay implementation for one year and 
then phase in a corporate income tax rate 
reduction to 20 percent. On December 22, 
2017, President Trump signed into law an 
amended version of the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act, introducing a flat corporate income tax 
rate of 21 percent, effective January 1, 2018. 

Democrats called foul, saying the poor 
would have to pay more taxes so that the 
rich didn’t have to. 

Before deciding whether the corporate 
income tax is a good way for any gov- 
ernment to raise revenue, we should first 
consider who bears the burden of the cor- 
porate income tax. This is a difficult ques- 
tion, the answer to which economists do 
not all agree, but one thing is certain: In 
the end, all taxes are paid by people. When 
the government levies a tax on a corpora- 
tion, the corporation is more like a tax col- 
lector than a taxpayer. The burden of the 
tax ultimately falls on people, namely, the 
customers, the owners, and/or the workers 
of the corporation. 

The reason that the company is not car- 
rying the burden is simply because the 
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In October of 2017, Republicans in the U.S. House of 
Representatives proposed a new tax plan Supported 
by the Trump administration, the Tax Cuts and Jobs 
Act, which would cut the federal corporate tax rate 
from 35 percent to 20 percent. 


company is not a person. (Yes, the com- 
pany does have a kind of legal personality, 
but that is not the same thing.) Any type 
of tax means that the wallet of some live 
human being is going to be plundered. 
There are three groups of people who 
could possibly be affected: the custom- 
ers, the shareholders, and the workers. As 
it turns out, the customers don’t usually 
pay the bulk of the corporate taxes because 
companies do not usually have the power 
to increase their prices with impunity in 
order to account for the money that they 
are forced to turn over to the government. 
Companies are already charging as much 
as they can for their products and servic- 
es, given the forces of supply and demand 
operating in a competitive economic envi- 
ronment, so corporations cannot arbitrari- 
ly raise prices just because the government 
decides to levy a tax on profits. Therefore, 
the people really paying the corporate in- 
come tax are some mixture of the share- 


holders, in the form of lower dividends 
and/or share prices, and the workers, in 
the form of lower wages. 

We can understand fairly easily how the 
shareholders might get hit: The govern- 
ment is taking a percentage of the profits, 
and the profits belong to the sharehold- 
ers. How the workers are affected is more 
subtle. If there is a closed economy, where 
capital could not move in or out of the 
country, then it would be the sharehold- 
ers who would largely pay the corporate 
income tax. However, if there is an open 
global economy, where Americans could 
invest abroad and foreigners could invest 
in the United States, then the workers 
would end up paying more of the corporate 
income tax in the form of lower wages. 

This does not mean that the company 
will deliberately reduce the wages of its 
workers in order to pay the corporate in- 
come tax. To understand how the process 
works, imagine a world in which there is 


Good for them and us: President Donald Trump speaks on the South Lawn of the White House, 
surrounded by Republican members of Congress, after the U.S. Congress passed the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act in Washington, D.C., on December 20, 2017. 
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ECONOMY 


no corporate income tax. Investment capi- 
tal would move around seeking the best 
return it could get. Then imagine that one 
country introduces a tax on business prof- 
its. This would mean that any investment 
in that country would now get a lower 
return, namely, the return that an investor 
would have gotten before the tax, minus 
the tax itself. This would obviously lead to 
some domestic capital flowing out, to be 
invested elsewhere for a better return, and 
to some foreign capital not coming in to be 
invested domestically, because the return 
on investment would no longer be as good. 

This movement of capital matters, be- 
cause it is capital investment that makes 
labor more productive. It is pretty hard 
digging a ditch with your bare hands, but 
add $50 of capital for a shovel and it gets 
a lot easier. Add $50,000 of capital for a 
backhoe, and it gets easier still. It is also 
a fundamental economic principle that the 
average wages in a country are determined 
by the average productivity of labor in that 
country. So more capital being employed 
will tend to increase productivity and push 
wages up, while less capital will tend to 
decrease productivity and push wages 
down. That is how the workers would end 
up paying some part of the corporate in- 
come tax. Essentially, all workers in the 
country would get lower wages as a result 
of the tax on corporate profits. 

It is worth noting that there is no dis- 
agreement among economists on this point. 
This is not an economic theory. It is not 
some conservative or progressive hypo- 
thetical argument. It is not even a political 
talking point. This is simply an accurate de- 
scription of the world we live in and how 
economic forces actually operate. 

Where the argument does come in to 
play is over the split: How much of the 
tax are the shareholders paying and how 
much are the workers paying? In general, 
it is understood what influences the split. 
The more mobile capital is, then the more 
it is the workers who pay. Again, this is 
not disputed. What is argued about is the 
proportion that each group pays. Various 
studies say that it is perhaps 30 percent the 
workers and 70 percent the shareholders. 
But other studies yield opposite results, so 
that does not really get us very far. 

Well then, if it is the shareholders and 
the workers who actually pay the corpo- 
rate income tax, then why does the gov- 


THE NEW AMERICAN e¢ JULY 23, 2018 


ernment collect it from the companies? 
The answer is, “because the corporation 
has always been a convenient entity to hit 
on for money.” 

However, businesses have been becom- 
ing less convenient as places for the gov- 
ernment to get cash because corporations 
have figured out ways to reduce their tax 
liabilities, resulting in the corporate income 
tax becoming a relatively smaller source of 
government revenue. We therefore need to 
consider changing the corporate income 
tax system. The ideal solution would be to 
abolish the corporate income tax altogether 
and just tax shareholders at the normal in- 
come tax rate on the dividends and capi- 
tal gains that they would make from their 
stocks. (That is assuming that there should 
be any kind of income tax at all, but that is 
a topic for another article.) That solution 
may sound like a shocking change to the 
way that the world works today, but since it 
is not true that businesses pay the corporate 
income tax, then why continue with the fic- 
tion that they do? 

The corporate income tax is popular, at 
least in part, because it appears to be paid 
by rich corporations. This may explain why 
a September 2017 Pew Research Center 
survey revealed that 24 percent of U.S. 
adults favored lowering corporate income 
tax rates, while 52 percent favored rais- 
ing them. (Another 21 percent favored no 
change, and the remainder apparently had 
no opinion on the matter.) And yet, those 
who bear the ultimate burden of the tax, 
namely the shareholders and the workers of 
corporations, are often not rich. If the true 
nature of the corporate income tax were 
more widely known, the tax might very well 
be less popular among American voters. 

In thinking about how to reform the 
tax system, there are five principles worth 
keeping in mind. 

First, taxes should never be used for un- 
constitutional purposes because that leads 
to fraud, graft, economic inefficiency, and 
government tyranny. 

Second, taxes should never be used to 
fund social-engineering schemes. The point 
of taxes is to raise the revenues necessary to 
operate the government that America needs, 
not to reward the politically well-connected 
or to address income inequality, as the first 
item is fraud and the second is beyond the 
ability of government to achieve. 

Third, taxes should not distort produc- 
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Allowing businesses to breathe: British Petroleum issued a statement on January 2, 2018 that the 
reduction of the U.S. federal corporate income tax rate from 35 percent to 21 percent, which came 
into force the previous day, will mean that its future U.S. earnings will be “positively impacted.” 


tive activity. This means that tax rates 
should be lowered and tax loopholes for 
special interests should be eliminated, 
because high corporate taxes give invest- 
ment advantages to other countries, and 
loopholes reflect the choosing by govern- 
ment of winners and losers. 

Fourth, the tax system should not harm 
some citizens by making government vir- 
tually free for a large part of the popula- 
tion. In addition to closing loopholes, the 
tax base should be broadened. All citizens 
should pay something so that they are re- 
minded that government is not free. 

Fifth, a major factor in the current eco- 
nomic crisis is that Americans tend to con- 
sume too much and save too little. The tax 
system should not penalize savings and 
investment because, as was noted earlier, 
investing in capital increases the produc- 
tivity of labor. 

With that as background, here are the 
arguments that support not only reducing 
the corporate income tax (as was recently 
done by the Trump administration) but 
eliminating it altogether: 

Argument No. 1: Lowering the corporate 
income tax rate leads to economic growth 
and job creation because companies have 
more money to invest. The President’s Eco- 
nomic Recovery Advisory Board, which 
operated during the Obama regime, in a 
paper entitled “The Report on Tax Reform 
Options: Simplification, Compliance, and 
Corporate Taxation,” called for lowering 


the corporate income tax rate to “increase 
the stock of available capital — new busi- 
nesses, factories, equipment, or research — 
improving productivity in the economy,” 
and said that it would reduce the incentives 
of U.S. companies to shift operations and 
employees abroad. 

Argument No. 2: U.S. businesses have 
been moving overseas because the United 
States has had one of the highest statutory 
federal corporate income tax rates in the 
world, among countries with modern, free 
market economies. Such high corporate 
income tax rates have induced American 
companies to relocate their headquarters 
overseas. For example, Johnson Con- 
trols, a company with a market value of 
$23 billion, moved its headquarters from 
Wisconsin to Ireland in 2016 because the 
move would save the company about $150 
million dollars in U.S. taxes annually, and 
would allow the company to enhance the 
“ability to invest in growth opportunities 
everywhere around the world.” 

Argument No. 3: High corporate income 
tax rates encourage U.S. companies to re- 
tain their foreign earnings abroad instead 
of investing in expansion and employment 
in the United States. The Congressional 
Joint Committee on Taxation estimated 
that untaxed foreign earnings of American 
companies totaled approximately $2.6 tril- 
lion in 2015. A study published by J.P. Mor- 
gan found that 60 percent of the cash held 
by 602 U.S. multinational companies was 
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sitting in foreign accounts. Ifan income tax 
cut were offered to companies that returned 
this cash, the study estimated that $663 bil- 
lion would be invested into business expan- 
sion and job growth in the United States. 
J.P. Morgan itself announced in January 
that it would be using the savings result- 
ing from the newly enacted tax legislation 
to open 400 new bank branches and add 
4,000 employees to the 167,000 already 
working in the United States. On top of 
that, J.P. Morgan announced that it would 
give a 10-percent wage increase to 22,000 
employees, effective February 25. Those 
employees are now making between $15 
and $18 an hour. The bank also said that 
it plans to increase small-business loans by 
four billion dollars, just part of the $20 bil- 
lion it intends to invest in the United States 
over the next five years. But J.P. Morgan 
is not the only corporation that has an- 
nounced plans to repatriate cash and invest 
it here in America. Tech titan Apple plans 
to build a new campus and create 20,000 
new jobs, while entertainment giant Disney 
announced plans to give a one-thousand- 
dollar bonus to 125,000 employees. 
Argument No. 4: Lowering corporate 
income taxes results in increased interna- 
tional investment in the United States, and 
thus more jobs. According to a working 
paper published by the Organization for 
Economic Cooperation and Development, 
countries with higher corporate income 
tax rates lose revenue in foreign direct in- 
vestment, as compared to countries with 
lower corporate income tax rates. A peer- 
reviewed study published in Applied Eco- 
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nomics looked at corporate income tax rates 
and foreign direct investment in 85 coun- 
tries. The study found that a 10-percent 
reduction in the corporate income tax rate 
was associated with an increase in foreign 
direct investment equivalent to 2.2 percent 
of the country’s gross domestic product. 

A recent Washington Post article high- 
lighted this point, reporting that “as Bank 
of America chief executive Brian Moyni- 
han travels the world in 2018, he says he 
keeps hearing the same thing over and over: 
Foreign businesses want to pump money 
into the United States again after President 
Trump’s tax cuts.... There’s growing cohe- 
sion among executives, cutting across in- 
dustry and even geography, that Trump’s tax 
plan is going to deliver massive new invest- 
ment in the United States, which should, in 
turn, boost growth and employment.” 

Argument No. 5: As explained earlier, 
raising corporate income taxes lowers 
worker wages. Lower wages for workers 
results in a decreased ability to buy goods, 
which leads to lower sales and income for 
businesses and a net increase in unem- 
ployment. Lowering the corporate income 
tax rate has the opposite effect. 

Argument No. 6: The current federal 
income tax doesnt provide substantial 
money to government, and it vastly re- 
duces investment by corporations to im- 
prove productivity because of the costs 
associated with complying with the tax. A 
simple tax principle is that if the income 
tax rate is zero, then income tax revenues 
will be zero, and if income tax rates are 
100 percent, then income tax revenues will 


Lowering workers’ wages: Corporate taxes are 
paid either by investors (often retired people), 
consumers, or workers. Nowadays, lower 
wages for workers are commonly the result. 


still be zero. And why is that? Because, 
with a 100-percent income tax rate, com- 
panies would have no incentive to pro- 
vide goods and services and, of course, 
no one would invest in the company to 
begin with if he knew that 100 percent of 
his earnings would be confiscated. Some- 
where between zero and 100 percent lies 
the corporate income tax rate that would 
bring in the most tax revenue. This idea 
is often referred to as the “Laffer Curve,” 
named after Reagan administration econo- 
mist Arthur Laffer. Laffer noted that it’s 
possible to lower income tax rates and 
get more tax revenues because people 
would work more, invest more, and pro- 
duce more. Studies have shown this to be 
the case, but ultimately, taxes should be 
lowered through less government, as op- 
posed to revenues being increased to sup- 
port big government. The time has come 
to consider killing the corporate income 
tax altogether. It used to bring in about 30 
percent of federal revenue. Today, even 
with record corporate profits, it amounts to 
barely nine percent of total tax payments. 
That is because corporations pay hundreds 
of millions of dollars every year to tax ac- 
countants and tax attorneys who devise 
ways to reduce a corporation’s income tax 
liability to the absolute legal minimum. If 
the corporate income tax were eliminated, 
then businesses could spend that money 
for capital investment and job creation. 
The lower federal corporate income tax 
rate that went into effect this year will not 
completely stop corporations from shift- 
ing profits overseas because there are still 
countries that have corporate income tax 
rates lower than 21 percent. But that is an 
argument for reducing the corporate in- 
come tax further — to zero percent. The 
resulting boom in economic activity would 
likely result in an increase in other revenue 
streams to the federal government (e.g., an 
increase in capital gains tax revenues), off- 
setting the “loss” in corporate income tax 
revenues. And even if this offsetting did 
not fully happen, the goal, as already in- 
dicated, should not be to replace the same 
revenue through different means, but to 
lower taxes through less government. Mi 
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Why the WesWs Losing Its Faith 


Though religiosity is growing worldwide, in the West it is declining. Atheists claim that 
logic and scientific rationales are causing the decline — they're mistaken. 


by Selwyn Duke 


n this rock I will build my 

church, and the gates of Hell 

will not prevail against it.” 
This promise, made by Jesus himself, as- 
sures Christians that their faith will endure 
till the end of time. The standard secular 
perspective, however, is that religion is 
dying in the world, slain by science and 
rationality. Yet demographers and data 
show that faith will infuse the future — 
whether the West will share that future is 
another question. 

When philosopher Friedrich Nietzsche 
proclaimed in 1882 that “God is dead,” 
he, of course, meant that our idea of God 
had died. This may seem a strange con- 
clusion to have drawn in the 19th century, 
a decade before the Supreme Court would 
declare that there are a “mass of organic 
utterances that this [the United States] 
is a Christian nation.” It’s not just that 
Nietzsche was a European, however, and 
occupied a continent where Christianity 
was already more sclerotic, after having 
once been more robust. During the Mid- 
dle Ages, for instance, European knights 
would confess horrible sins and be told 
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to walk to Jerusalem barefoot as a pen- 
ance, and would actually do it. We may 
part company with certain aspects of their 
conception of faith, but their devotion to 
it cannot be questioned. Moreover, the 
godless relativism now permeating the 
West would have been as alien to medi- 
eval men as “transgenderism” (which is 
relativism applied to biology). 

This Western phenomenon has inspired 
the echoing of Nietzsche, with, for ex- 
ample, University of Michigan professor 
Jeff DeGraff triumphantly proclaiming in 
a 2016 Salon article title “This is the end 

f ... God. Finally!” Alluding to young 
Americans’ irreligiosity (among other 
things), he asks in his subtitle, “My fel- 
low boomers might mock millennials, but 
what if the new generation has the big 
questions absolutely right?” But DeGraff 
has a big trend absolutely wrong. From the 
Everything You Know Isn’t So File, Pew 
Research Center told us last year: 


In coming decades, the global share 
of religiously unaffiliated people is 
actually expected to fall... 

To be clear, the total number of re- 
ligiously unaffiliated people (which 


includes atheists, agnostics and those 
who do not identify with any religion 
in particular) is expected to rise in 
absolute terms, from 1.17 billion in 
2015 to 1.20 billion in 2060. But this 
growth is projected to occur at the 
same time that other religious groups 
— and the global population overall 
— are growing even faster. 

These projections ... forecast that 
people with no religion will make up 
about 13% of the world’s population 
in 2060, down from roughly 16% as 
of 2015. 

This relative decline is largely at- 
tributable to the fact that religious 
“nones” are, on average, older and 
have fewer children than people 
who are affiliated with a religion. In 
2015, for instance, the median age 
of people who belong to any of the 
world’s religions was 29, compared 
with 36 among the unaffiliated. And 
between 2010 and 2015, adherents 
of religions are estimated to have 
given birth to an average of 2.45 
children per woman, compared with 
an average of 1.65 children among 
the unaffiliated. 
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For sure, it’s only religious people — be 
they Christians, Jews, or Muslims — who 
reproduce in significant numbers. And the 
more religious they are as a group, the 
more children they tend to have. The re- 
sult? Even Catholicism, mocked by athe- 
ists as a dying religion, is growing world- 
wide at a rate slightly higher than that of 
population growth. 

But not in the West, a realm increas- 
ingly dominated by barren secularists. As 
Pew reported in 2016: 


The share of Americans who do not 
identify with a religious group is sure- 
ly growing: While nationwide surveys 
in the 1970s and ’80s found that fewer 
than one-in-ten U.S. adults said they 


by modest declines [in belief] among 
Baby Boomers and those who are part 
of the Silent and Greatest generations, 
generational replacement appears to be 
an even larger factor. In other words, 
Millennials, who make up a growing 
share of the population as they reach 
adulthood and older Americans die off, 
are far less religiously observant than 
the older cohorts. Whether Millennials 
will become more religious as they age 
remains to be seen, but there is nothing 
in our data to suggest that Millenni- 
als or members of Generation X have 
become any more religious in recent 
years. If anything, they have so far be- 
come less religious as they have aged. 


had no religious affiliation, fully 23% 
now describe themselves as atheists, 
agnostics or “nothing in particular.” 
... While the overall decline in the 
country’s religiosity is driven partly 


Schooled in secularism: Since the “philosophy of the school room in one generation will be 


Of course, why this is happening is more 
complex than the “what.” Pew explored 
this in another 2016 piece, “Why Amer- 
ica’s ‘nones’ left religion behind.” Since 
the results are derived from polling, they 


the philosophy of government in the next,” it’s no surprise that faith is waning in the West. 
While most universities were founded as Christian institutions, today they’re more like atheistic 
mental institutions. 
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don’t generally touch on the deepest rea- 
sons, things of which people often aren’t 
consciously aware. Yet the report is a good 
place to start, so let’s consider some of the 
claimed reasons for dispensing with reli- 
gion (all quotations are Pew’s unless oth- 
erwise indicated). 

¢ “Learning about evolution when I 
went away to college”: This is tragic but 
not surprising. As New York University 
law and philosophy professor and avowed 
atheist Thomas Nagel put it in an essay 
entitled “Public Education and Intelligent 
Design,” evolution’s defining element is 
the claim that life began and developed “as 
the result of the appearance of random and 
purposeless mutations in the genetic mate- 
rial followed by natural selection due to 
the resulting heritable variations in repro- 
ductive fitness. It displaces [intelligent] 
design by proposing an alternative.” 

Often overlooked, however, is that “evo- 
lution” merely proposes a theory as to how 
life became more complex, not why or 
even how it began; it says nothing about 
first cause. In reality, far from being “‘ran- 
dom and purposeless,” it could have been 
the vehicle through which God created life. 
As for the point that evolution, assuming it 
did occur, took a “very long time,” note that 
theologians and scientists both tell us that 
time is an illusion (Albert Einstein called it 
a “handy illusion”); God is outside of time 
and to Him everything is “now.” Consider- 
ing this, ponder what I related in “Intelli- 
gent Design and Evolution”: 


We have all seen that accelerated 
video footage of a flower bloom- 
ing before our eyes or clouds racing 
across the sky.... Let us assume for 
argument’s sake that life evolved, 
that beasts ascended from the muck 
and man from beasts. If you then took 
all the Earth’s history from the time 
it was a lifeless orb to now (some 
4.5 billion years according to expert 
opinion), and accelerated it so that the 
“evolution” would have occurred in 
the blink of an eye, what would you 
see? Among other things, would you 
not behold man rising from the muck 
and instantly coming to flower? For 
the human eye would not perceive the 
stages, only the end result. Now, isn’t 
this at least vaguely reminiscent of 
Genesis’ description? Could it not be 
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said that the main difference is 
that the creation story provides 
fewer details about the process 
but the answer as to what — or 
who — initiated it? 


The point here isn’t to make a de- 
finitive statement regarding the 
validity, or lack thereof, of evo- 
lutionary theory, but to point out 
that evolution (albeit not Darwin- 
ian evolution) does not necessar- 
ily contradict intelligent design. 

¢ “Too many Christians doing 
un-Christian things”: Hmm, do 
we dispense with medical sci- 
ence because some doctors com- 
mit malpractice? Do secularists 
(generally leftists) reject women’s 
rights because approximately 90 
percent of the men who have been 
outed as guilty of sexual miscon- 
duct and brought down by the 
#MeToo movement are women’s- 
rights-advocating liberals? 

Moreover, central to Christiani- 
ty is the truth that all are sinners — 
in other words, people who some- 
times do “un-Christian things.” In 
fact, if Christianity were a standard 
of perfection, how could any per- 
son, imperfect by fallen nature, 
live up to it? It would be an indictment of 
the faith if he could, because then it could 
not be that perfect standard. As philosopher 
G.K. Chesterton put it, “The Christian ideal 
has not been tried and found wanting. It has 
been found difficult; and left untried.” 

¢ “Religion is the opiate of the people”’: 
Well, thank you, Karl Marx. Perhaps better 
than instinctively issuing a denial here is 
to ask, “So what?” In his 1976 book Posi- 
tive Addiction, common-sense psychiatrist 
William Glasser propounded the thesis 
that negative addictions (e.g., drugs) can 
be eliminated by replacing them with posi- 
tive addictions (e.g., exercise). And what’s 
amore positive addiction than God? 

The reality is that people never really 
vegetate, mainly because they’re not veg- 
etables. Their minds will be active, and 
they will always have a focus — and a 
primary focus. And being “high on God,” 
as some believers put it, is far better than 
being high on drugs or government. 

¢ “Lack of any sort of scientific or spe- 
cific evidence of a creator”: Some would 
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Government as the opiate of the people: Karl Marx wrote that 

religion is “the heart of a heartless world, and the soul of soulless 
conditions.” Yet his godless Marxism showed what happens when 
that heart is removed and the notion of man as a soulless creature 
is embraced — murder on a scale previously unseen. 


say that life having a design is evidence 
of a designer. Yet the implied demand 
in the quotation is unreasonable and il- 
logical. Science involves study of the 
physical world, but God occupies the 
spiritual world. One can disbelieve in the 
latter. But claiming that science’s failure to 
prove God’s existence disproves it is like 
being told that frozen precipitation exists, 
searching the tropics for it thoroughly, and 
then claiming that ice is a myth. 

¢ “T see organized religious groups as 
more divisive than uniting”: We could say 
the same of organized political groups, yet 
this would be making the same mistake: ig- 
noring that it takes two to tango. Of course, 
there are those who intentionally try to create 
division, such as demagogic politicians. But 
to the point here, if everyone agreed with 
the supposedly “divisive” entity, there’d be 
no division. People generally label some- 
thing divisive merely because it happens to 
part company with their passions or prevail- 
ing fashions. It is in their eyes the nail that 
sticks up, so it gets hammered down. 


¢ “T think that more harm has 
been done in the name of reli- 
gion than any other area”: Usu- 
ally cited here are wars, most of 
which weren’t caused by religion 
but by a lust for power, land, 
resources, or glory. In a word, 
evil is caused by sin. What also 
should be noted is that man’s de- 
fault is not to be angelic but to be 
devilish — beset by all the Dead- 
ly Sins — unless some civilizing 
agency enters the equation. 

The above claim also reflects 
prejudice, given that Marxism’s 
adherents murdered approximately 
100 million people during the 20th 
century alone. Should we condemn 
all “ideology” — ignoring that it’s 
not a creed but a category contain- 
ing the good, the bad, and the ugly 
(liberalism, libertarianism, etc.) — 
and dispense with it? We could, but 
this would ignore the simple truth 
that people will believe things; and 
whatever we label those things, 
some will be good, bad, and ugly. 
Thus is the religious/secular dis- 
tinction, at bottom, a false one. 

In the sense of “exclusion of 
belief in God,” the term “secu- 
lar” dates in English from only 
the 1850s. Well prior to then, in the Mid- 
dle Ages, people viewed matters more 
sanely: There was not the “secular” and 
“religious,” “liberal” and “conserva- 
tive” — only the true and untrue. Today, 
though, the prevailing prejudice states 
that something being labeled “secular” or 
“religious” determines its status, whether 
it can be in schools or the public square, 
even though this standard allows Marx- 
ism to be present there but not the word of 
God. But what’s more significant, that we 
call Marxism “secular” or that it’s false? 
That we call belief in God “religious” or 
that it’s true? Quite perversely, our current 
cultural and legal standard can advantage 
the false over the true based only on label. 

¢ Another complaint Pew found among 
the fallen away in 2016 is “The church’s 
teachings on homosexuality”: This is in- 
teresting. Note what I wrote in 2015 in 
“Christians Need Not Apply” about how 
the homosexual agenda is a dagger aimed 
at the church’s heart: “Once people accept 
that calling homosexual behavior sinful 
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is ‘hateful’ and ‘bigoted,’ they will con- 
sider Christianity a hateful religion. And 
‘Voila!’: At this point you have successfully 
placed the faith and its churches in the same 
category as hate groups, such as the Nazis, 
Aryan Nations, or the Ku Klux Klan.” And 
who would remain part of a “hate group”? 

Yet this reflects prejudice, too. While 
Christianity is accused of singling out ho- 
mosexuality, the prohibition against it is 
merely part of a human-sexuality model 
that also proscribes adultery, fornication, 
self-gratification, watching pornography, 
and even impure thoughts. Yet Sexual 
Devolutionaries never complain about 
these prohibitions. The reality? It’s not 
Christianity but its opponents who single 
out homosexuality — for special treatment. 

So with the special condemnation of 
Christianity that all of the above reflects, 
we can use a play on Chesterton’s line: 
Christianity has not been tried and found 
guilty; it has been found difficult, and 
chased by a lynch mob. 

Just as mobs run on emotion, so do 
people in general. And the deepest rea- 
sons people leave religion are not intel- 
lectual ones of which they’re aware, but 
emotional ones of which they’re usually 
oblivious. As to this, an interesting rea- 
son was propounded by Brian Holds- 
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worth, a young Christian with a fairly 
popular YouTube channel. In a 2017 
video he asks, “Have you ever noticed 
that there’s a correlation between the 
amount something has cost you and the 
value you place on it?” He then related 
a story about how he bought two pairs of 
identical shoes, one for $20 on sale and 
the other (after realizing how great they 
were) for $80 weeks later. But he dis- 
covered something: He treated the more 
expensively acquired pair like the cat’s 
meow and the other one like something 
the cat dragged in. He couldn’t get over 
the irrational but very real sense that the 
$20 pair wasn’t as valuable. 

Likewise, practicing faith has been 
made so easy — it “costs” us so little — 
that we don’t value it. Where people once 
walked to Jerusalem barefoot as penance, 
wore hair shirts, fasted for long periods, 
and even engaged in self-flagellation (no, 
I’m not recommending that!), now they 
sometimes don’t even feel compelled to 
dress up for church — or go at all. 

The last phenomenon is partially driven 
by the rejection of “organized religion,” 
skepticism about which was also reflect- 
ed in the Pew research. Yet we well un- 
derstand why we have organized soccer 
leagues, schools, charitable organizations, 


Devilishly clever: How do you alienate the young from Christianity? Since authentic faith must 
always uphold a model for man’s sexuality that includes a prohibition against homosexual 
relations, convincing people that rejecting such sin equates with hate will cause them to put the 


church in the hate-group category. 
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social clubs, lobbying groups, and politi- 
cal parties, and, of course, organized gov- 
ernment. Obviously, people get together 
and naturally organize when they have a 
common cause. Should organizing around 
faith be any different? And what should be 
a more common and a greater cause than 
that universal thing called Truth? 

Ah, and therein lies the rub, doesn’t 
it? With moral relativism/nihilism having 
swept the West, most today don’t believe 
in Truth, only perspectives, and are thus im- 
bued with religious-equivalence doctrine. 
The idea is that no faith can be a matter of 
Truth (absolute, universal, and eternal by 
definition); that is, can be exclusively true. 
This, in fact, is considered the open-mind- 
ed, enlightened position. Yet there’s a word 
for a matter not that of Truth: taste. 

Now, were our emotions perfectly 
aligned with Truth, we’d naturally love true 
faith. Yet our fallen nature ensures that we 
generally find religious devotion burden- 
some or boring. And do we indulge matters 
of taste we don’t enjoy? Do we organize 
around them? “If everything is perspective 
and ‘all philosophies are equal,’ I may as 
well be a hedonist,” says the modern. And 
then he may only go to the trouble of organ- 
izing an orgy — or a college. 

Yet it must also be pointed out that 
moral relativism strikes at Christianity’s 
very foundation. For if right and wrong 
are merely “perspective,” there’s no sin. If 
there’s no sin, we don’t need a savior, and 
then there was no reason for Jesus to die 
on the cross. Thus are Christian commen- 
tators and clergy remiss when not tackling 
our society’s characteristic philosophical 
disorder, relativism, head on. Relativism 
obviates Christianity. 

But its enabling of sinners explains its 
popularity. For my sins cannot be sins if 
all is perspective. It’s the ultimate justifi- 
cation and a plague of rich civilizations, 
where there’s great time and opportunity 
to indulge pleasures of the flesh — where 
idle minds that are the Devil’s play- 
grounds are common. Loosely speaking, 
just as there are no atheists in a foxhole, 
there are no devout theists at an orgy. 

This brings us to an ominous question, 
one that will be scoffed at most by those 
who most need to ponder it: Must we be 
brought to our knees to look up and find 
God? For if the foxhole is necessary for 
faith, the foxhole we just may get. Hi 
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Once in a while the global-warming crowd utters something that really sounds scary and 
compelling, but they’ve been wrong so often you're not sure. You're wise to be skeptical. 


INCONVENIENT 


The science that Al Gore doesn't 
want you to know 


Gregory Wrightstone 


by James Murphy 


Inconvenient Facts: The Science That 
Al Gore Doesn’t Want You to Know, 
by Gregory Wrightstone, Silver Crown 
Productions LLC, 2017, 143 pages, pa- 
perback. 


ver feel overwhelmed by the 
CS insta rhetoric pedaled 
in the mainstream media? When 
people such as Professor James Hansen, 


formerly of NASA, and renowned cli- 
matologist Michael Mann talk in various 


32 


stages of panic concerning anthropo- 
genic global warming, there’s a tenden- 
cy to throw up your hands in surrender, 
stop driving your automobile, and turn 
off your air conditioner just to do your 
part to halt the spread of that evil gas 
carbon dioxide. They speak in terms of 
CO) parts per million, tipping points, 
and how it has never been hotter than 
right now in all of human history. They 
seem to use the language of science. 
And what they tell us is frightening. 

But deep down, a part of you knows 

that they’re peddling baloney, right? 

This is where a good, non-biased sc1- 

entist can come in handy. Fortunately, 
we, the confused masses, have people 
such as geologist Gregory Wrightstone 
to talk us down from the Chicken Little- 
type panic peddled by people such as 
Hansen, Mann, and carbon-credit sales- 
man Al Gore. According to Wright- 
stone, “People suspect something is 
amiss with the one-sided deluge of 
information about climate catastrophe, 
but aren’t fully equipped to assess it and 
judge for themselves.” 

In his book Inconvenient Facts: The 
Science That Al Gore Doesn't Want You 
to Know, Wrightstone offers fact-based 
pushback against the so-called 97-per- 
cent scientific consensus. Spoiler alert: 
The 97-percent consensus is bogus, as 
is the fearmongering of the mainstream 
media and so-called climate scientists 
such as Mann and Hansen. 

Scientific in nature but utterly read- 
able to the layman, /nconvenient Facts is 
a guide inside the pseudo-scientific blar- 
ney that makes up the climate-alarmist 
movement. Wrightstone sets out 60 facts 
— they’re even numbered — showing 


how people such as Gore obfuscate, com- 
plicate, and misrepresent the climate sci- 
ence they claim to be so concerned about. 
A first glance, Inconvenient Facts gives 
one pause, mainly because it is so thin 
— only 143 pages including endnotes. 
Personally, I wished for a little more in- 
formation than the book actually contains 
but, then again, the book is obviously 
written for the layman. 

Wrightstone eschews a deep dive into 
the obvious politics of the climate-change 
issue, preferring to let scientific facts do 
his talking for him. He goes to bat for the 
much-demonized plant food known as 
carbon dioxide. He questions the “warm- 
est time in human history” meme that 
Mann, Hansen, and others claim is a fact. 
And he reassures those of us with com- 
mon sense that a warmer climate is better 
for mankind than a cold one. 


hcomenent Fact #1 — 

Carbon Dioxide k Mot the 
Primary Greenhouse Gas, 
Much-vilified over the past few decades, 
greenhouse gases are not only good for 
us, they’re a necessity for life on the 
planet. Wrightstone points out that the 
warming caused by those greenhouse 
gases is a main factor that keeps Earth 
at a rather comfortable average tempera- 
ture of 15°C (59°F). And while climate 
alarmists focus on partially man-made 
greenhouse gases such as CO, and, to a 
lesser extent, methane, they completely 
ignore the largest greenhouse gas, which 
is H,O or water vapor. 

Wrightstone contends, “Downplaying 
or disregarding water vapor, or assign- 
ing too large a magnitude to feedbacks 
such as the water-vapor feedback that is 
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thought to amplify warming from CO, 
serves to overemphasize Man’s contribu- 
tion to greenhouse warming.” 

Using data from Antarctic ice cores, 
Wrightstone notes that during the last 
glaciation, atmospheric CO, levels only 
averaged about 200 parts per million 
(ppm), which is, in fact, dangerously 
low since complex plant life cannot sur- 
vive with levels below 150 ppm — a 
fact that climate alarmists conveniently 
leave out while they continue to demon- 
ize CO,. A 2001 Yale University study 
by Robert Berner and Zavareth Kothav- 
ala shows that CO, levels have been up 
to 10 times higher than the current, “ex- 
tremely dangerous tipping point” level 
of 406 ppm. Warmth and higher CO, 
concentrations are better for human ex- 
istence than freezing cold and lower CO, 
concentrations. 

According to Wrightstone, “The notion 
of a ‘tipping point’ is not science. It is 
propaganda. The climate extremists have 
declared, on no evidence, that 400ppm is 
a tipping point beyond which the Earth 
cannot recover, without a drastic reduc- 
tion in CO, emissions.” 

The 400 ppm level of atmospheric 
CO, “tipping point” is completely ar- 
bitrary and was only ever alleged be- 
cause we were close to it and climate 
alarmists could use it to scare people 
into unnecessary and often foolish 
political action on climate change. 


The Central England temperature 
record (HadCET) goes back more 
than 350 years. The earliest data 
comes from a time of low sunspot 
activity known as the Maunder 
Minimum, which coincides with a 
period known as the Little Ice Age. 
Historical reports show that this 
time, during which the world was 
much cooler than it currently is, 
was a time of privation, starvation, 
and misery for much of humanity. 

As Wrightstone explains, “Mul- 
tiple lines of evidence support the 
notion that warming following the 
Little Ice Age predated the recent 
rise in CO) concentration.” (Em- 
phasis in the original.) 
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So, yes, the world has warmed up a bit 
since then and thank God. But it began — 
slowly — at the turn of the 18th century. 
The slow warm-up to today’s current 
temperatures began long before humans 
could reasonably be blamed for any of it. 


It’s tedious to have to keep repeating the 
above statement, but it’s so completely 
true. Every time a Bill Nye or Neil de- 
Grasse Tyson or any of the many “pop” 
scientists repeat the “consensus” fal- 
lacy, my own inclination is to throw my 
shoe at whatever device I’m watching. 
Science is a search for truth. It is not a 
popularity contest. 

Wrightstone states, “Science does not 
advance through consensus, and the claim 
of consensus has no place in any rational 
scientific debate. We ask: What does the 
data tell us? What does it mean? Can we 
reproduce the results? If climate alarm- 
ists need to resort to an obviously flawed 
consensus opinion, rather than argue the 
merits of the science, haven’t they al- 
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ready conceded that their argument can- 
not be won through open debate?” 

Amen, Mr. Wrightstone. Again, he’s 
not telling us anything new; but as long 
as climate alarmists keep repeating the 
“97 percent consensus” myth, it needs to 
be forcefully addressed. Also the 97-per- 
cent figure is untrue anyway. It comes 
from a paper written principally by cli- 
mate alarmist John Cook. Cook and his 
compatriots studied nearly 12,000 peer- 
reviewed papers connected with climate 
change. Nearly 8,000 of those papers 
took no position on the subject and only 
0.3 percent of the papers actually took 
the very specific view that the warming 
we are currently experiencing is primar- 
ily man-made. But, again, people need to 
be reminded that true science has noth- 
ing to do with the political concept of 
consensus. 

Those are just three of the 60 Incon- 
venient Facts that Wrightstone resolutely 
informs the reader of. And, yes, Al Gore 
definitely does not want you to know 
them. Wrightstone sums it up well: “Yet, 
like it or not, the truth is the truth. Policy 
should, in the end, be based on objective 
truth and not on the back of a lav- 
ishly-funded and elaborate inter- 
national campaign of crafty — and 
profitable for some — falsehoods 
promoted by the political, finan- 
cial, corporate, bureaucratic and 
media establishments.” 

Because of the diminutive size 
of the book, Inconvenient Facts 
is really more a quick-reference 
guide than an in-depth study on 
climate change, but that seems to 
have been Wrightstone’s purpose. 
It is meant to be a tool with which 
we non-scientists can access in- 
formation quickly and efficiently 
and, to that end, mission accom- 
plished. Peppered with charts and 
graphs that are comprehensible to 
the layman, Inconvenient Facts 
gives the climate realist simple, 
relevant facts with which to in- 
telligently debate the subject of 
climate change with those who 
have blindly accepted the climate- 
alarmist point of view. Hi 


To order Inconvenient Facts, see the ad on the 


inside back cover or go to shopJBS.org. 
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Thank a Cop With a Donut 


Ten-year-old Tyler Carach of Florida has 
made it his goal to deliver thousands upon 
thousands of donuts to police officers 
across the country to show his gratitude 
for their hard work and sacrifice. 

Carach conceived of the idea two years 
ago, when he saw four police officers at a 
local grocery store and asked if he could 
use his allowance to buy them donuts. His 
mother, Sheena, explained to Tyler that 
police officers are, unfortunately, judged 
by the bad behaviors of “a few,” and that 
as a result, “some people were not very 
kind to officers.” Tyler wanted to set a bet- 
ter example. 

The four police officers were touched 
by Carach’s gesture, inspiring the young 
boy to expand his idea into an all-out 
campaign to thank every police officer 
in America. 

Today.com reported that Carach now 
uses all of his school lunch breaks and his 
entire summer vacation to fulfill his goal. 

In just two years, Tyler and his mother 
have delivered 65,000 donuts to police of- 
ficers in 31 states while his father stays at 
home with his teenaged brother and sister. 

Tyler reportedly wears a colorful cape 
when he makes his deliveries. Sheena al- 
ways calls ahead to ensure that their visit 
to the area precincts is not disruptive, but 
she states that she has never been denied. 

Tyler has a simple system. He looks at a 
map, picks an area that he has yet to visit, 
and makes that the next location on his 
agenda. He is fortunate enough to attend 
a charter school near the Florida-Alabama 
border that supports his mission. Whenev- 
er he is going to be on the road to make his 
deliveries, the school provides his work to 
take on the road, Sheena told Today.com. 
Still, Tyler tries to rarely miss school. 

Tyler’s efforts have been covered by 
local media outlets throughout the coun- 
try. He has also documented his visits on 
his Facebook page, I DONUT need a rea- 
son to THANK a cop. 

As for the donuts, most are donated, 
though the family has purchased them 
as well, often at a discount. His trips 
have also been funded by donations from 
friends, relatives, and other supporters. 

For Tyler, the experience has not only 


34 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


been deeply altruistic, but also educational. 
Today.com reported that he has learned 
about law enforcement and has decided he 
wants to be a K-9 officer when he grows up. 


Mowing Across America 


While Tyler Carach is traveling the coun- 
try to thank police officers, Rodney Smith, 
Jr. of Huntsville, Alabama, has embarked 
on his own cause that takes him across the 
country: He mows lawns for those in need 
in all 50 states. 

In 2016, Smith founded the Raising 
Men Lawn Care Service, a nonprofit that 
helps young people give back to their 
communities by visiting people in need 
and helping them with their yardwork. 
Tasks include mowing lawns, raking 
leaves, and shoveling snow. He describes 
his organization on his website: 


Raising Men Lawn Care Service is 
the union of an ordinary yard main- 
tenance service and the commitment 
to establish an inspiring program to 
keep our youth (girls & boys) on a 
positive path while learning and un- 
derstanding their value in society. 
RMLS provides free lawn care to our 
elders, those who are disabled, single 
mothers and our veterans, who do 
not have the time, resources and/or 
money to manicure their yards. 


Smith told CBS News that he conceived of 
the idea on a whim. 

“In 2016, I saw a man mowing his 
lawn, struggling. So I got out of my car 
and helped him,” he said. That moment 
inspired him to do more. At the time, he 
was still working on his bachelor’s degree 
in computer science, but would often mow 
lawns between classes. 

He then decided to recruit kids to help 
him fulfill his mission, to teach them the 
value of charity. Approximately 60 kids 
in Huntsville initially joined his organiza- 
tion, but that number has steadily grown. 
Today, more than 130 kids across the 
country have joined his program. 

To further spread the word of his mis- 
sion, Smith has come up with “The 50 
Yard Challenge,” which challenges youth 


across the country to mow 50 lawns. In- 
terested volunteers simply post a photo 
of themselves on social media with a sign 
that states they’ve accepted the challenge 
before beginning their tasks. 

Smith wanted to set the right example, 
so he set himself up for an even harder 
challenge: “50 Yards in 50 States.” He’s 
already broken his own rules, however, 
mowing more than one lawn per state. 

Last summer, Smith visited all 50 states 
in just 39 days, CBS News reports. He 
drove to all the states except, of course, 
for Hawaii and Alaska. 

This year, he set out on his travels on 
May 17. In his first three weeks, he vis- 
ited more than 20 states, mowing several 
laws in each. 

Before stopping in each state, Smith puts 
out requests for people to make recommen- 
dations as to which lawns he should mow. 
He told CBS that he showed people which 
cities he was going to and then “asked if 
they could submit lawns of disabled people, 
single moms, vets, whoever needed their 
lawn mowed for free.” People make rec- 
ommendations for Smith on his website, 
Weareraisingmen.com. 

“Tf I don’t have enough [requests in an 
area], I go on Facebook or Twitter and say, 
‘I’m here, does anyone know a disabled 
person, single mom, vet, whose lawn 
needs to be cut?’” 

Smith has been assisted by generous do- 
nations from the engine company Briggs 
& Stratton, which has sponsored his trips 
and provided him with the mower he uses 
on his journey. Others have helped sponsor 
his overnight stays and donated gas cards. 

In the past two years, Smith reports, 
he has met some wonderful people, in- 
cluding volunteers who have wanted to 
come out and help. When he’s done with 
the work on a yard, he posts a photo of 
himself with the family or individual 
he assisted to social media and hopes it 
inspires others to give of themselves to 
those in need. 

This year, he wants to use his visits as 
an opportunity for greater outreach. “This 
time I’m stopping in schools and organiza- 
tions ... talking to kids about community 
service,” Smith said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Come and Take It! 


Throughout history, peoples have recognized that if they didn’t want to be powerless 
servants to a tyrannical ruler they must keep arms (and sometimes use them). 


<e 


Rational, not radical: “From my cold dead hands” intoned NRA President Charlton Heston at 


the conclusion of his address at the organization’s annual convention in 2000, stressing the 


importance of armed citizens. 


by Roger D. McGrath 


66 ou can have my guns when you 
Ye them from my cold dead 
hands” became a popular saying 
among supporters of the Second Amend- 
ment during the 1980s and 90s, and caused 
the liberal media to go ballistic when, at 
a speech delivered to the NRA in 2000, 
Charlton Heston concluded his remarks by 
raising a Kentucky rifle above his head and 
intoning, “From my cold dead hands.” A 
thunderous standing ovation followed. 


Roger D. McGrath is the author of Gunfighters, 
Highwaymen, and Vigilantes. A U.S. Marine and 
former history professor at UCLA, Dr. McGrath has 
appeared on numerous documentaries, including Big 


History and Cowboys & Outlaws. 
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Many media leftists thought the great 
actor was now at the nadir of a down- 
ward trajectory that had begun in the 
mid-1960s when he began moving in a 
conservative direction. Here was a Hol- 
lywood actor who had starred in dozens 
of movies, had been awarded an Oscar 
for Best Actor for playing Judah Ben- 
Hur, had participated in two civil rights 
marches in the early 1960s, and had been 
awarded the Jean Hersholt Humanitarian 
Award by the Academy of Motion Picture 
Arts and Sciences for “outstanding con- 
tributions to humanitarian causes.” What 
gives? They didn’t appreciate that Hes- 
ton had grown up hunting in the woods of 
northern Michigan, had served in World 
War II, and was a staunch supporter of 
all 10 Amendments of the Bill of Rights. 


Unlike many so-called civil rights ad- 
vocates, Heston did not skip over the 
Second Amendment. Moreover, he even 
thought it the most essential of all. 

He made this abundantly clear in a 1997 
speech at the National Press Club luncheon 
in Washington, D.C. “It is America’s first 
freedom,” declared Heston, “the one that 
protects all the others. Among freedom 
of speech, of the press, of religion, of as- 
sembly, of redress of grievances, it is first 
among equals. It alone offers the absolute 
capacity to live without fear. The right to 
keep and bear arms is the one right that 
allows rights to exist at all.” 

Reporting on the speech, the New York 
Times did its best to characterize Heston 
as an extremist. The paper quoted Jake 
Tapper (yes, that Jake Tapper), spokesman 
for Handgun Control Inc., saying, “His 
interpretation of the Second Amendment 
is unique to him and his organization,” 
and Christopher Eisgruber, a professor at 
New York University Law School, claim- 
ing, “This is a bleak and unrealistic idea. 
Sometimes ideas like this are stated by 
left-wing radicals defending urban riots, 
and if you’re on the outer fringe of society, 
you might believe that this is your only op- 
tion. For Charlton Heston to believe this is 
utterly outrageous.” 

Neither Tapper nor Eisgruber seemed to 
have a sense of history. Heston did — and 
so, too, did our Founding Fathers. They 
were students of history, especially Classi- 
cal Antiquity. They understood that a people 
once disarmed were slaughtered or enslaved 
or made serfs or vassals. An armed citizenry 
was essential to protect all other freedoms. 

The Founders were also aware that the 
link between disarmament and subjuga- 
tion was widely understood throughout re- 
corded history, to the extent that cultures, 
including, especially, American culture, 
typically honored those who defied disar- 
mament and tyranny — especially if they 
fought when the cause seemed lost. 
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When the Persians demanded the 
Spartans surrender their arms at Ther- 
mopylae in 480 B.C., King Leonidas re- 
plied “Molon labe.” Translated literally, 
the Greek phrase means “having come, 
take,” but a more accurate rendering in 
English would be something like “come 
and take them — if you can.” After seven 
days of resistance, including three days 
of fierce fighting and two days of battle 
in which the 300 Spartans under Leoni- 
das stood virtually alone, the Greeks 
were overwhelmed by a Persian army 
numbering in the hundreds of thousands. 
The Persians should have been through 
the pass in seven hours, but instead, it 
took seven days. The delay gave the 
Greek city-states precious time to orga- 
nize a proper defense and the heroic ex- 
ample of the Greek warriors in the Battle 
of Thermopylae and Leonidas’ defiance 
of the Persian demand for a surrender 
of arms inspired the Greeks to fight the 
invaders on land and sea. The ultimate 
Greek victory saved not only the Greek 
city-states but Western Civilization. 

It’s not surprising that more than 2,000 
years later, colonial Americans were fol- 
lowing Leonidas’ example. During the 
Revolutionary War, the Continental Con- 
gress ordered the construction of Fort 
Morris at the port of Sunbury, Georgia. 
By November 1778, the hastily built fort 
was manned by fewer than 200 Conti- 
nental troops and local militiamen and 
commanded by Colonel John McIntosh. 
A much larger and more powerful Brit- 
ish force, led by a Colonel L.V. Fuser, 
arrived on the 25th. Fuser immediately 
demanded the surrender of the fort. “Sir, 
we would rather perish in vigorous de- 
fense than accept your proposal,” replied 
McIntosh. “We are fighting the battles 
of America and therefore disdain to re- 
main neutral until its fate is determined. 
As to surrendering the fort, receive this 


He who wields weapons survives: A Comanche warrior prepares to thrust his long lance through 
the body of an Osage adversary in an 1834 painting by famed artist George Caitlin. 


laconic reply: COME AND TAKE IT!” 
Stunned by the reply, Fuser began to fear 
there might be American reinforcements 
in the area and withdrew. Word of MclIn- 
tosh’s Spartan-like defiance of the British 
spread through Georgia and the Caroli- 
nas, inspiring American rebels. 

A far better known example of “Molon 
Labe” defiance in American history oc- 
curred at Gonzales, Texas, in 1835. The 
story begins much earlier. Before the ar- 
rival of Americans in Texas, Mexicans had 
been able to do nothing more than estab- 
lish a few small areas of settlement, most- 
ly around San Antonio. By 1820, there 
were no more than 3,500 Mexicans in all 
of Texas, and that number was not grow- 
ing. Indians, the Comanche in particular, 
kept the Mexicans on the defensive. 

Once one of the weakest and poorest 
tribes of the Great Plains, the Comanche 
were transformed by the acquisition of the 
horse. They became the greatest horse- 
men of all Indians and carved out a ter- 
ritory for themselves that covered some 
600 miles north to south — the Arkansas 
River to San Antonio — and 400 miles 


When the Persians demanded the Spartans surrender their arms at 
Thermopylae in 480 B.C., King Leonidas replied “Molon labe.” 
Translated literally, the Greek phrase means “having come, take,” but 
a more accurate rendering in English would be something like “come 


and take them — if you can.” 
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east to west — the Cross Timbers to the 
Rio Grande Valley. The Mexicans called 
it Comancheria. Perhaps 10,000 strong 
at their peak, the Comanche roamed 
across the territory in more than a dozen 
independent bands and raided Mexican 
settlements at will. As late as 1850, the 
Comanche raided Mexican settlements as 
far south as Durango. 

In an attempt to pacify the Texas fron- 
tier, the Mexican government invited 
Americans to settle. The ornery, well- 
armed, and highly experienced American 
frontiersman was thought the ideal settler 
to put an end to Indian depredations. The 
first tract of land for settlement was grant- 
ed to Moses Austin, but he died before he 
could take any action, and it was his son, 
Stephen, who established the colony. By 
1825, 300 American families were calling 
Texas their home. For protection against 
Comanche raids, Austin organized a force 
of mounted rangers, which in time would 
be called the Texas Rangers. As John S. 
“Rip” Ford said in 1846, “a Texas Ranger 
can ride like a Mexican, trail like an In- 
dian, shoot like a Tennessean, and fight 
like a very devil.” The Comanche noticed 
the difference immediately. This new tribe 
was deadly and indefatigable. 

A second American colony started tak- 
ing shape in 1825 when Green DeWitt 
received a land grant to the southwest of 
Austin’s settlement. DeWitt established a 
town on the east bank of the Guadalupe 
River and, in a political move, named it 
Gonzales in honor of the Mexican gover- 
nor of Texas. For the first several years, 
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the colony struggled, but by 1831, DeWitt 
had managed to settle 131 families on 
his grant. He got the Karankawa and the 
Tonkawa to sign peace treaties, but the far- 
ranging, horse-mounted Comanche were 
intent only on raiding. 

In 1831, DeWitt asked the Mexican 
authorities to supply Gonzales with a 
cannon to aid in protection against the 
Comanche. After a two-month delay, a 
DeWitt colonist arrived with a Spanish- 
made, smoothbore brass (also referred to 
as bronze) cannon from the presidio at 
San Antonio de Bexar. Precise descrip- 
tions of the cannon are lacking, but since 
it was a “six-pounder,” meaning it fired 
six pounds of shot, it was probably five 
feet long with a 3 '4-inch diameter bore. 
Such a cannon was effective at ranges 
up to 1,500 yards. In position at 
Gonzales, it would have looked 
intimidating to Indians and could 
do serious damage to horse- 
mounted warriors at distances far 
beyond the range of rifles. 

By 1835, tensions were mount- 
ing between the American settlers 
in Texas and the Mexican authori- 
ties. By this time the great majority 
of those in Texas were Americans. 
They called themselves “Texians” 
and were chafing under the more 
authoritarian control of the new 
Santa Anna regime in Mexico 
City. They were not alone. Sev- 
eral Mexican states were in open 
rebellion against Santa Anna. 

In September 1835, the mili- 
tary commander in Texas, Colo- 
nel Domingo de Ugartechea, at 
his headquarters in the presidio 
at San Antonio de Bexar, sent six 
soldiers to confiscate the cannon 
given to the American settlers. 
The Texians would have none of 
it and took the soldiers prisoner. 
They soon released them, though, 
so the soldiers could carry word 
to Ugartechea that the cannon 
would not be surrendered. To 
ensure against the cannon being 
captured by surprise, the Texians 
buried it in a peach orchard. Ugar- 
techea now dispatched Lieuten- 
ant Francisco de Castafieda and 
100 cavalry troopers to Gonzales. 
Castafieda carried an order from 
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Ugartechea demanding that the alcalde of 
Gonzales, Andrew Ponton, surrender the 
cannon or face incarceration at the San 
Antonio presidio. 

At the same time, Sarah DeWitt and 
two of her daughters, Naomi and Eveline, 
and their friends, Caroline Zumwalt and 
Cynthia Burns, cut material from Nao- 
mi’s wedding dress and fashioned a battle 
flag. Against a white background the rep- 
resentation of a cannon was stitched with 
black thread, along with a five-pointed 
lone star above the cannon and the words 
“Come and Take It” below. The women 
of Gonzales were as ornery and defiant 
as their menfolk. This was who Ameri- 
cans were in 1835. They knew who and 
what they were and took pride in their 
kith and kin. They didn’t take kindly to 
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Hardy: Stephen F. Austin settled the first colony of Americans 
in Texas during the early 1820s. The colonists were constantly 
under threat from Indians, and later the Mexican government. 


the dictates of someone they considered 
both foreign and oppressive. 

On September 29, Castafieda reached 
the west bank of the Guadalupe. Across 
the river was the town of Gonzales and the 
cannon, guarded by 18 militiamen. How- 
ever, the river was high and the Texians 
had seen to it that the ferry and several 
other boats normally there were long 
gone. Castafieda knew these American 
settlers were crack shots and an attempt 
to swim his horses across the Guadalupe 
under fire would leave many of his men 
dead or wounded. Instead, he sent word 
to Gonzales that he carried a dispatch for 
alcalde Ponton. 

Gonzales militia captain Albert Martin 
sent word back that Ponton was out of 
town and that the militiamen would stand 
their ground. Moreover, Martin 
said the Mexican force must re- 
main on the other side of the river 
— defiant words from the propri- 
etor of a general store in Gonza- 
les. Martin and his small group of 
militiamen who refused to retreat, 
although being outnumbered more 
than five to one, went down in 
Texas history as the Old Eighteen. 

Castafieda moved his troopers 
300 yards back from the river — 
out of Texian rifle range — and 
pitched camp. In the meantime, 
militiamen poured into Gonza- 
les. First to arrive were Captain 
Robert Coleman and 30 mounted 
rangers from the militia company 
at Mina (today Bastrop), 50 miles 
to the north. The cannon was dug 
up and taken to a blacksmith’s 
shop where it was mounted on the 
fore-wheels of a cotton wagon. 
Now the defenders of Gonzales 
had a mobile gun. Other militia- 
men from Fayette and Columbus 
soon arrived, and total numbers in 
Gonzales reached 140. 

Castafieda had suddenly lost his 
great advantage in numbers and 
decided to reposition his force. 
Seven miles up the Guadalupe, 
he bivouacked on the property of 
DeWitt colonist Ezekiel Williams, 
who was in Gonzales and one of 
the Old Eighteen. 

In the meantime, Castafieda 
had sent word to Ugartechea that 
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In-your-face challenge: An accurate replica of the original Come and Take It flag that the Texians 
waved during the Battle of Gonzales in 1835. 


the Gonzales settlers seemed determined 
to fight. This was terrible news for Ugar- 
techea, who feared a fight would ignite a 
general rebellion of Americans in Texas. 
He had hoped Castafieda’s show of force 
would have been enough. Ugartechea now 
prevailed upon Dr. Launcelot Smither, a 
Gonzales settler who happened to be in 
San Antonio, to return home and convince 
his fellow Texians to return the cannon. 
When Smither got back, he explained that 
if the cannon were returned, Ugartechea 
would recall his troops and Gonzales 
would be untouched. A militia captain 
called for a vote. The tally was lopsided. 
The Texians would fight. 

With Castaneda upriver, militiamen 
crossed the Guadalupe and advanced on 
the Mexican camp. Early on the morn- 
ing of October 2, the Texians attacked, 
employing not only their small arms but 
also the soon-to-be famous cannon. A 
militiaman carried the Come and Take It 
flag alongside the cannon and waved it 
throughout the battle. The Texians also 


used a second cannon during the battle, 
but that one was a much-smaller one- 
pounder and made of iron, not brass. 
Ever since there has been confusion over 
the two cannons. The smaller cannon was 
what the Spanish called an esmeril. Its 
caliber was not much more than | inch, 
and it weighed only 70 pounds. None- 
theless, it had an effective range of 700 
yards. In Castafieda’s after-action report, 
he made it very clear the American set- 
tlers employed two cannons, the second 
one “a small piece of ordnance.” 

The Mexicans retreated to high ground 
behind their camp, and Castafieda indi- 
cated he wanted to parlay. Militia cap- 
tain John Henry Moore met with him. 
Castafieda said he was attacked without 
provocation. Moore told him he knew 
the Mexicans had come to take the can- 
non and the settlers of the DeWitt colony 
weren’t about to let that happen. Moore 
further stated the Texians were fighting 
to uphold the Mexican Constitution of 
1824, which Santa Anna was violating. 


As John S. “Rip” Ford said in 1846, “a Texas Ranger can ride like 


a Mexican, trail like an Indian, shoot like a Tennessean, and fight 


like a very devil.” 
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Daniel Mayer 


Castafieda said he agreed with Moore 
about Santa Anna, but he had orders to 
confiscate the cannon and, politics aside, 
he would follow orders. 

Fighting resumed and Castafieda, with 
two of his men killed and several others 
wounded, ordered a retreat to the presidio 
at San Antonio de Bexar. In his after-ac- 
tion report to Ugartechea, he excused his 
retreat by saying, “Since the orders from 
your Lordship were for me to withdraw 
without compromising the honor of Mexi- 
can arms, I did so.” 

Word of what came to be called the Bat- 
tle of Gonzales quickly spread. Two days 
after the battle, Stephen Austin wrote, 
“War is declared — public opinion has 
proclaimed it against a Military despo- 
tism — The campaign has commenced.” 
Newspapers in the United States called 
the battle “the Lexington of Texas” and 
published calls for Americans to come to 
Texas and join the fight. 

The cannon that started it all was used 
by the Texians in the Siege of Bexar, 
which began in mid-October 1835 and 
ended in early December with the sur- 
render of Mexican forces. All of San An- 
tonio, including the Alamo, was now in 
Texian hands. The cannon was left at the 
Alamo and was used against the Mexi- 
cans in their siege of the old mission- 
turned-presidio-turned-Texian fort. The 
Mexicans finally had the cannon back 
when the Alamo fell on March 6, 1836. 
They later buried the cannon along with 
other captured Texian cannons inside the 
Alamo. Samuel Maverick, a veteran of 
the Texas Revolution, including the Siege 
of Bexar, dug it up — or one like it — 
in 1852, and in 1874, his widow had it 
melted down and cast into a bell, which 
hangs to this day in the belfry of St. 
Mark’s Episcopal Church in San Antonio. 

The fate of the Come and Take It flag is 
less clear. Gonzales militiamen proudly 
carried it with them when they participat- 
ed in the Siege of Bexar. What became of 
it after that is unknown — but thousands 
of replicas have been made, and today 
it can commonly be seen displayed and 
waved at Second Amendment rallies, 
Tea Party affairs, gun shows, gun rights 
conventions, and the like. Moreover, 
the Greek and English phrases “Molon 
Labe” and “Come and Take It” can also 
be seen emblazoned on T-shirts, ban- 
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ners, and bumper stickers. The Come and 
Take It flag can also be seen in several 
displays, as well as waving from a flag- 
pole at the Gonzales Memorial Museum. 
Among the dozens of other artifacts on 
display at the museum is the smaller, 
iron cannon, which was abandoned by 
the Gonzales militia when its carriage 
broke at Sandies Creek en route to San 
Antonio. It soon disappeared in mud and 
debris. In 1936, a flood unearthed the 
relic, and years later it was authenticated 
and donated to the museum. 

Also, and most importantly, the mu- 
seum pays tribute to the heroes of Gon- 
zales, the Old Eighteen, and the Immortal 
32. The Old Eighteen, the men who stood 
their ground in the face of Castafieda’s 100 
troopers, lost five of their members at the 
Alamo. They went as members of the 32- 
man strong Gonzales Ranging Company 
of Mounted Volunteers, which had to 
sneak and fight its way through Mexican 
lines to get into the old mission, answering 
William Barret Travis’ call for aid. All but 
three of the rangers died there. Those three 
survived only because at different times 
each was sent out as a courier. Since the 32 
members of the ranger company entered 
the Alamo after the fate of its defenders 


was sealed, they have gone down in Texas 
history as the Immortal 32. 

Their backgrounds vary — Thomas 
Jackson had been born in Ireland, Albert 
Martin in Rhode Island, John Flanders in 
Massachusetts, Jacob Darst in Kentucky, 
Almaron Dickinson in Tennessee, John 
Cain in Pennsylvania, Charles Despallier 
in Louisiana, Jonathan Lindley in II- 
linois, and others in Virginia, Missouri, 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, South 
Carolina, North Carolina, and England. 
Two of the Immortals were 16, another 
was 17. Six were in their 40s. One was 
54. Among them were single young men, 
but most were married with children. 
Some had more children on the way. Byrd 
Lockhart was a widower with children. 
Isaac Millsaps had seven children, and 
his wife was blind. Occupations included 
surveyor, farmer, shopkeeper, civil en- 
gineer, and rancher. Several of the older 
men were veterans of the War of 1812. 

May we never forget such men and 
may we never forget the women who cre- 
ated the flag that symbolized the courage, 
honor, and sacrifice of our American an- 
cestors. May we never forget that an armed 
citizenry is essential to our freedom. Come 
and Take It! Mi 


What passed for power back then: The smaller cannon that the Texians employed at the Battle of 
Gonzales is displayed at the Gonzales Memorial Museum. 
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HOW DID YOUR 
CONGRESSMAN 
DO? 
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Freedom Index 
Voting Records 1999-2017: 


The index you've 
used to track whether 
your congressman is 

voting according to 
the Constitution now 
features Cumulative 
scores online, as well 
as scores for former 
congressmen, at 
TheNewAmerican.com/ 
freedomindex. A perfect 
resource for the online 
activist! 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Two Armed Civilians 
Stop Active Shooter 


ABC News reported on May 25 about 
a shooting that the NRA would later 
claim was evidence that “the best way to 
stop a bad guy with a gun is a good guy 
with a gun.” Investigators say the inci- 
dent unfolded when suspect Alexander 
C. Tilghman approached an Oklahoma 
City restaurant and opened fire. Twenty- 
eight-year-old Tilghman was reportedly 
wearing protective glasses and hearing 
protection that is typically worn at shoot- 
ing ranges before he began shooting into 
Louie’s Grill & Bar, hitting three patrons 
inside the restaurant. The active-shooter 
situation quickly came to an end when 
not one, but two armed civilians sprang 
into action. 

ABC News reported that 35-year-old 
Juan Carlos Nazario and 39-year-old 
Bryan Whittle both witnessed the shooting 
and ran to their vehicles to retrieve their 
own firearms. The two men opened fire on 
the armed suspect, fatally wounding him. 
Oklahoma City Police Captain Bo Mat- 
thews heaped praise on the two men for 
their brave actions. The three people who 
were shot by Tilghman received medical 
treatment for their injuries and are all ex- 
pected to survive. Matthews told ABC that 
the two men were “people that stopped a 
very tragic situation from going any fur- 
ther.” While Matthews declined to refer 
to them as “heroes,” he agreed that it was 
correct for the media to describe them that 
way. “You can say they’re heroes, which is 
a very good thing to say,” Matthews said 
during the news conference. Matthews said 
the two civilians did not know each other 
and that they appeared to have acted in ac- 
cordance with the law, and he doubted that 
charges would be filed against them. 

The investigation is still ongoing, but 
police believe it was a random event. 
Matthews could not stop stressing how 
awful it could have been had those two 
men not stepped up and put their own 
lives on the line to defend the lives of 
others. “It could have been really tragic. 
Again, we’re really blessed that only 
three people were shot and didn’t lose 
their lives,” Matthews told reporters. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: a aaa eee ele a 


“He Saved Us All” 


In a similar story involving a “good guy 
with a gun,” the Fox affiliate in Seattle re- 
ported about how a dangerous shooting on 
Father’s Day at a Walmart was ended by a 
47-year-old father who was carrying con- 
cealed. The violence at the Walmart was 
the culmination of a series of violent acts 
by a reckless criminal who seemed all too 
willing to kill anyone who was unfortu- 
nate enough to get in his way. 

Police received a report of an attempted 
carjacking near a gas station around 4:40 
p.m. on June 17, Father’s Day, in Tum- 
water, Washington. As authorities raced to 
the scene, they received additional reports 
that the suspect in the attempted carjack- 
ing had raced away from the scene on the 
nearest highway but was driving in the 
wrong direction, toward oncoming traffic. 
The criminal drove off the highway and 
crashed his vehicle in front of Tumwater 
High School. He then began trying to car- 
jack other vehicles, and he fired his gun 
into the vehicles when his intended vic- 
tims refused to comply with his demands. 
The carjacker eventually did steal a car, 
which he drove to a nearby Walmart. He 
hopped from his vehicle and ran into the 
store, where he apparently stole ammuni- 
tion from the glass case in the hunting sec- 
tion where it was locked up. 

Authorities were trying to trace the 
carjacker through the trail of injuries and 
destruction he had left in his path as the 
suspect, now loaded up with ammunition 
he stole from Walmart, began trying to 
carjack a new vehicle in the Walmart park- 
ing lot. The suspect shot one driver who 
refused to give up his vehicle and then 
targeted another driver before a bystander 
pulled out his own concealed handgun and 
opened fire on the suspect. The suspect 
was fatally wounded in the shooting and 
was posthumously identified as 44-year- 
old Timothy Day. Witnesses who were 
at the Walmart when the shooting started 
lauded the actions of the father who con- 
fronted and shot Day. The brave bystander 
was apparently at the Walmart with his 
own family when the shooting began, and 
he pulled his own weapon and raced to- 
ward the sound of the gunshots in order to 
save the lives of others. 


Awitness to the shooting, Bryan Adams, 
was inside the Walmart when the shooting 
began, and he and other customers began 
running from the store once they realized 
that the loud sounds they heard were gun- 
shots. Adams then saw the armed suspect 
shoot the driver of a car he was attempting 
to steal. Just when Adams thought he was 
doomed, he saw the father pull out his own 
concealed weapon and shoot the suspect 
dead. “He is a hero.... He took action. I 
really think more people could have been 
shot.... He saved us all.... If this customer 
hadn’t done what he did ... yeah, yeah. 
He’s a hero. I don’t know how else to de- 
scribe it,” Adams told Q13 Fox. 

Day had a lengthy criminal record in 
the area, with arrests dating back to 1992. 
One of his ex-wives posted on social 
media that he struggled with drug addic- 
tion. Sadly, Day seriously injured one of 
his shooting victims, leaving the victim 
paralyzed from the neck down. 


Homeowner 


Shoots Pyromaniac 


The Morning Call reported out of Penn- 
sylvania on June 17 about a home invasion 
in Schuylkill County where an intruder 
broke in to a house and then doused it with 
gasoline before being shot by the home- 
owner. Police are still investigating what 
preceded the incident, but the suspect en- 
tered the house through the garage, where 
he had grabbed a can of gasoline that he 
then poured all over the floor of the house. 
The 57-year-old homeowner confronted 
the intruder and tried physically removing 
him from the house, but the two became 
embroiled in a struggle. The intruder got 
the better of the homeowner and knocked 
him to the ground. Fortunately, the home- 
owner’s daughter quickly gave him his 
handgun, which he used to shoot the in- 
truder. The wounded suspect collapsed at 
the scene, where he was discovered by au- 
thorities responding to the daughter’s 911 
call. The wounded suspect was transported 
to a nearby medical facility for treatment 
and will soon be charged with burglary, 
simple assault, and arson. ll 

— PATRICK KREY 
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With Medicaid and Other 
Entitlements Going Bust, 
Adding Dependents Would 
Hasten the Collapse 


ITEM: Medicaid, especially the possibility 
of expanding Medicaid under the Afford- 
able Care Act (aka ObamaCare), has be- 
come a hot issue in several states. In Okla- 
homa’s gubernatorial race, for example, 
the candidates are split — by party — over 
expanding Medicaid, “the state-federal 
health care program for the poor,” noted 
the Oklahoman on June 17. 

The partisan difference is stark. “ ‘With 
the Trump administration still working 
to transition away from Obamacare and 
toward a more robust private health in- 
surance world, I believe it is wrong to 
expand Medicaid at this point,’ Lt. Gov. 
Todd Lamb, one of the leading Republican 
candidates, said last week.” 

As the paper said: “Ifa Democrat wins 
the gubernatorial race, there will be an 
immediate push to add more than 200,000 
Oklahomans to the Medicaid rolls.”’ 

Expansion is also being pushed in Utah, 
Idaho, Nebraska, and North Carolina, 
among others. (Utah has just passed a law 
that needs approval by the federal Centers 
for Medicare & Medicaid Services.) 
Item: A Tribune News Service account, 
appearing in the Portland Press Herald 
(Maine) for May 15, noted that the state's 
voters had “approved Medicaid expansion, 
but the state has yet to implement it, and has 
been sued by an advocacy group aiming to 
compel the state to expand the program.” 

The outgoing administration — led by 
Republican Governor Paul LePage, who 
opposes the move — asked the states Su- 
preme Judicial Court to step in, arguing 
(as noted in the Press Herald in mid-June), 
“that it cannot implement Medicaid ex- 
pansion unless the Legislature appropri- 
ates funding.” 

On June 20, in a special session, both 
Maine’s House and Senate approved an 
amendment that funds the expansion. 

A majority of Maine’s voters approved 
a ballot initiative, whose status was still in 
legal limbo as of mid-June. The Wall Street 
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be poor. The average recipient is expected to receive about $1,400 a month in 2018, even as the 
buying power of the dollar falls quickly, owing to government debt-spending. 


Journal noted that LePage, “a second-term 
governor prevented by the state constitu- 
tion from seeking a third term, has fiercely 
opposed the expansion, calling it a ‘boon- 
doggle.’ Political observers say he doesnt 
want it to happen under his watch.” 
Trem: Jn an online article entitled “Medi- 
cares Trust Fund Is Set to Run Out in 8 
Years. Social Security, 16,” the New York 
Times for June 5 reported that the Trump 
administration has found that the “financial 
outlook for Medicare s Hospital Insurance 
Trust Fund deteriorated in the last year, and 
Social Security still faces serious long-term 
financial problems.”’ Yet, said the Times, the 
president “has paid relatively little attention 
to either program, declining to embrace a 
major restructuring of Social Security or 
Medicare, as some previous Republican 
presidents have. Nor has he endorsed high- 
er taxes to finance the programs, as some 
Democrats have suggested.”’ 
CORRECTION: Facts generally don’t 
change. Feelings often do. One can rest as- 
sured that if candidate Donald Trump had 
even hinted about trimming Social Secu- 
rity, Medicare, and Medicaid (the major 
“entitlement” programs), leftist pundits 
and other political opponents would have 
assailed him for seeking to gash vital aid 
for the aged, the poor, and the infirm. 
That might have defeated him. 


As noted in multiple reports this year, 
Social Security is the federal government’s 
second-largest annual budget expense, at 
$967.5 billion. That total is surpassed in 
the budget only by combined Medicare/ 
Medicaid expenditures, at $1.085 trillion. 

In June, the trustees of Social Security 
noted that the program is now dipping into 
its “trust fund” for the first time since 1982 
in order to pay benefits. (Never mind that 
the trust fund is just an accounting device 
that contains IOUs that future taxpayers 
must repay. That is a story for another time.) 

Both fans and critics of Medicare and 
Medicaid have acknowledged for years that 
these programs are unsustainable without 
serious changes. The changes, however, 
have been made in the wrong direction. 

Medicare is the federal program that 
covers seniors and disabled people under 
65. Medicaid is generally called a feder- 
al-state healthcare program for the poor, 
but it has become more than that. It also 
covers the disabled, the elderly, pregnant 
women, and children in poverty. In addi- 
tion, thanks to the Affordable Care Act, 
multiple states have also added many 
able-bodied people without dependents 
to such programs. 

Conservatives specializing in the 
healthcare field, including think tanks, as 
well as some officials in state governments 
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and in the U.S. Congress have not given up 
hopes of bringing a degree of sanity to the 
tidal wave of entitlement spending. Two 
plans to that effect were recently released. 
In June, the House Budget Committee 
released a proposal entitled “A Brighter 
American Future.” The same week, sever- 
al conservative groups laid out their ideas 
in “The Health Care Choices Proposal: 
Policy Recommendations to Congress.” 

The heart of the latter plan calls for 
shifting hundreds of billions of dollars 
provided by ObamaCare to expand cover- 
age into block grants to states. The authors 
say correctly that ObamaCare has been “a 
key driver” in the problems “because it 
forces people to pay more for policies that 
restrict, rather than expand, their access to 
care. Networks are narrower, deductibles 
and copays can be prohibitively expen- 
sive, and access to doctors and hospitals 
is limited. Half of those buying cover- 
age in the Obamacare exchanges have a 
‘choice’ of only one insurer. Still, govern- 
ment spending is soaring.” States would 
be able to create their own systems with 
the proposed federal block grants. 

The cited House Budget document 
points out that, even before ObamaCare, 
Medicaid was already “on an unsustain- 
able path.” The Congressional Budget Of- 


fice currently projects that federal spend- 
ing on Medicare will hit $655 billion by 
2028. And because “Medicaid is financed 
through a federal state partnership, CBO 
estimates that the program will cost tax- 
payers a total of $1 trillion annually by 
2028.” Most Capitol Hill observers don’t 
expect the “Brighter American Future” to 
be fostered vigorously by congressional 
leaders, at least in the short run. 

Yet this could change, especially after 
the November elections, if an empowered 
White House and Congress were deter- 
mined to deal with entitlements. 

Our focus here is largely on Medicaid 
— which should be the easiest, politically, 
of the three largest entitlement programs 
to reform. It has now been expanded to 
cover people above the poverty line, as- 
suming state action. Such state action is 
ongoing in several places, as noted above. 
The numbers of those already added to the 
dependency rolls have been substantial; 
ObamaCare expansion has bumped those 
Medicaid totals up by 14 million or so. 

This is happening at a time when Amer- 
icans are being hit up for record revenue, 
about $3.3 trillion. At the same time, 
Washington is expected to have a deficit 
this year in the neighborhood of $800 bil- 
lion. Why the shortfall? It’s simple. Our 
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President Barack Obama’s signature ‘aihiaveneat Here a woman signs people up for ObamaCare 
programs — likely Medicaid expansion — despite the fact that ObamaCare has increased healthcare 
costs and is bankrupting the federal government and causing shortfalls at the state level. 
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“generous” lawmakers agreed to spend 
some $4.1 trillion of our money in 2018. 

Even as all this fiscal folly is taking 
place, one of the most popular alternative 
paths offered by progressive politicians is 
to institute “Medicare for all” or “Medic- 
aid for all” to fund what is often called a 
single-payer system. (Various proponents 
differ on how much they think they can get 
away with before being chased out of town 
by enraged taxpayers.) 

Consider Vermont Senator Bernie San- 
ders, an avowed socialist. These days, he 
is probably the most prominent advocate 
for “Medicare for all.” As it happens, San- 
ders himself actually stumbled across some 
common sense at least once. Here are San- 
ders’ comments in 1987: “If we expanded 
Medicaid [to] everybody, give everybody 
a Medicaid card — we would be spending 
such an astronomical sum of money that, 
you know, we would bankrupt the nation.” 

True enough. Yet, this is the same erst- 
while presidential candidate who called 
for a more profligate healthcare program. 
Such a Sanders plan would carry an esti- 
mated price tag (over a decade, as deter- 
mined by the left-wing Urban Institute) of 
a mind-boggling $32 trillion! 

Yet Republican politicians, at least 
many of them, are not covering them- 
selves with honor by their actions. 

In part because of ballot initiatives, the 
“push to expand Medicaid is gaining trac- 
tion in some Republican states that previ- 
ously rejected the idea,” the Wall Street 
Journal pointed out in mid-June. States, 
as the Journal summarized, including 


Idaho, Utah, Nebraska, and North 
Carolina are weighing expanding their 
programs, and the debate is also play- 
ing a central role in the midterm con- 
tests in Florida, Georgia, and Kansas. 
All were won by President Donald 
Trump in the 2016 election.... 

Some Republicans are finding 
expansion more palatable now that 
the Trump administration is letting 
states impose work requirements on 
recipients. 


While adding provisions to swap “work 
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Government rationing: Under ObamaCare, health insurance costs exploded and Medicaid 
expansion plans — which are partially paid for by the federal government — were adopted by 
states. But states’ portions of the expansion cause decreases in such things as education spending. 


requirements” for benefits does tend to en- 
hance conservative coloration, on balance it 
is not a good swap for the additional costs of 
increased dependency on the welfare state. 

Robert Rector, a research fellow at the 
Heritage Foundation, is skeptical that the 
program would work as proposed. He 
points out that since the work aspect is an 
option, most state governors will simply 
ignore it. Enforcement of a requirement to 
“work” to receive medical services would 
surely be problematic — certainly more 
than it would be, for example, to receive 
food stamps. 

Poverty expert Rector also notes that, in 
reality, it would be 


difficult to get eligible able-bodied 
adults without dependent children to 
enroll in Medicaid. After all, they do 
not need to enroll in the program to 
receive free medical care. They know 
that if they get sick and walk into a 
clinic or emergency room they will 
get enrolled in Medicaid prospec- 
tively or receive treatment pro bono. 


Suppose, notes Rector, that a person shows 
up sick in the emergency room or clinic. Is 
the government “going to deny him medi- 
cal care because he did not do his workfare 
assignment? Of course not.” 
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Some politicians appear to be looking for 
protective cover to expand Medicaid. If Re- 
publican politicians “are serious about work 
requirements,” comments Rector, “they 
should start by establishing and strength- 
ening them in cash, food, and housing pro- 
grams rather than the far more daunting pol- 
icy of work requirements on medical care.” 

According to data from the Centers 
for Medicare & Medicaid Services, as of 
March 2018, there were 73.9 million in- 
dividuals enrolled in Medicaid and Chil- 
dren’s Health Insurance Programs in the 
50 states and Washington, D.C. Of those, 
more than 67 million were Medicaid en- 
rollees. Medicaid spending has skyrock- 
eted — from $118 billion in 2000, to 
$273 billion in 2010 (when ObamaCare 
passed), to $383 billion in 2018. When 
there is a fire already burning, we should 
not throw on gasoline — which is what 
happens when additions are made the al- 
ready unsustainable Medicaid (and other 
entitlements). 

“Medicaid can’t adequately meet the 
needs” of the nearly 68 million people 
“currently enrolled in the program,” com- 
mented Sally Pipes last year; she is the 
president, CEO, and a healthcare fellow 
at the Pacific Research Institute. “Ex- 
panding it further would just force mil- 
lions more to share their fate.” 


Much of the problem is the federal- 
state split that tends to leave neither 
governmental entity truly responsible. 
“Liberals” bemoan it when “free” federal 
money is not taken from Washington — 
as if it didn’t come from taxpayers in the 
first place. (In Wisconsin, for instance, 
one Democrat gubernatorial candidate 
has been attacking GOP Governor Scott 
Walker because he “turned down a bil- 
lion dollars in Medicaid money over the 
course of his tenure.”’) 

Both the federal government and 
many of the states share in irresponsi- 
bility. States get hooked on dollars that 
are supposedly gratis. When a state 
expands its Medicaid program, it gets 
more federal funding, based on a for- 
mula that is called “federal medical as- 
sistance percentage.” The lavish folks in 
Washington — that is, the federal tax- 
payers — kick in 50 to 75 percent of the 
costs of additional spending. (Of course, 
federal big spenders don’t have enough 
money to balance Washington’s bud- 
get; they just rely on deficit spending. 
States, on the other hand, are required 
to balance their budgets,which for many 
states would be unrealistic unless they 
cut items such as education and trans- 
portation spending.) 

Still, there are ways out of the morass. 
As explained by Chris Edwards at Cato’s 
www.DownsizingGovernment.org, re- 
pealing the ObamaCare Medicaid expan- 
sion “would save federal taxpayers more 
than $800 billion over 10 years. Block 
granting the rest of the Medicaid program, 
and capping annual growth at 2 percent, 
would save another $800 billion or more 
over 10 years.” Of course, constitutional- 
ists recognize that the Medicare/Medicaid 
program should not merely be capped or 
rolled back, but phased out in favor of 
free-market healthcare. First, though, we 
do need to stanch the bleeding. 

In the meantime, far too many oh-so- 
obliging state and federal politicians have 
turned us into addicts. If we stick with the 
same pushers and policies, they will no 
doubt extend a solution for the disease — 
more of the same. Hf 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !\5 WORD 


BY SELWYN DUKE 


The Democrats’ Fightin’ Words 


n a show once with 
a liberal most insult- 
ing, conservative 


Democrat and ex-Georgia 
governor Zell Miller la- 
mented (I’m paraphrasing), 
“Boy, it’s too bad we don’t 
still engage in dueling.” I can 
sympathize. The charmingly 
antediluvian G.K. Chesterton 
opposed dueling not mainly 
because it left someone dead, 
but because it settled no argu- 
ments. But it certainly would 
accomplish one thing today: 
reintroducing some civility in 
public discourse. 

“You're a fascist!” “Trump 
is Hitler!” “You’re a racist, 
sexist, homophobic hater!” exclaims the Left. This isn’t new. A 
Democrat congressman once accused Ronald Reagan of aim- 
ing to replace the Bill of Rights with Mein Kampf-born fascist 
precepts, while an Esquire writer likened Reagan’s supporters to 
the Third Reich’s “good Germans.” And Keith Olbermann and 
others called G.W. Bush “fascist.” Yet with Trump Derange- 
ment Syndrome and the Left’s ever-waxing godless immorality, 
such rhetoric now reigns and rains down continually. MSNBC’s 
Donny Deutsch recently characterized Trump voters as “Nazis” 
and the “bad guy[s].” Moreover, last year CNN said that vulgarity 
is the “Democrats’ new strategy,” an example being California 
Democratic Party Chairman John Burton leading a “F*** Donald 
Trump!” chant at a 2017 party convention. Clearly, the Left will 
now say anything in its passion-fest and insatiable power lust. 

Now, question: Habitually hurling such words at others on city 
streets would yield what inevitable result? You’d taste concrete. 

Fightin’ words are now normal leftist discourse. This signals 
trouble. A corollary of “Godwin’s Rule of Hitler Analogies” is 
that rendering a Nazi comparison ends a debate. While not uni- 
versally true, regularly dismissing opponents with “@#$%&! 
Nazi!” means the utterer isn’t interested in using or submitting 
to reason. And there’s a certain immutable rule of man: Being 
unable to talk things out damns people to fighting things out. 

This results from denial of Truth, which characterizes the 
Left. For reason is not an answer, but a method for finding an- 
swers. Yet if there’s no Truth, there can be no true answers to 
moral questions, only “perspectives.” There’s then no reason for 
reason — and emotion enters the void and becomes the ultimate 
arbiter. Thus are liberals so feelings-oriented. 

The fightin’-words fetish, and the violence it has already bred 
and reflects (e.g., Antifa), is partially why pundit Pat Buchan- 
an asked on June 12, 2017, “Are We Nearing Civil War?” He 
wrote that we’re “approaching something of a civil war where 
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the capital city seeks the 
overthrow of the sovereign 
and its own restoration. Thus 
far, it is a nonviolent struggle, 
though street clashes between 
pro- and anti-Trump forces 
are increasingly marked by 
fistfights and brawls. Police 
are having difficulty keeping 
people apart. A few have been 
arrested carrying concealed 
weapons.” And just two days 
after Buchanan’s column was 
published, Representative 
Steve Scalise (R-La.) was 
shot in Alexandria, Virginia. 

Reality: Partially due to the 
Left’s war on civility, we’re 
already in a very uncivil war 
— of facts vs. feelings, principles vs. propaganda, leaders vs. 
liars. Of course, the old saying informs, “Politics is warfare by 
other means,” and “campaign” did originate as a military term. 
And politics has always had its share of demagogues, snake-oil 
salesmen, and sociopaths. But it’s a matter of degree, and as 
time passes, acid tongues increasingly outnumber civil tongues. 

Echoing Buchanan, Representative Steve King (R-Iowa) 
warned June 24 of another civil war, and a recent poll showed 
that 31 percent of Americans believe it’s likely to happen soon. 
These people are merely projecting lines. For fightin’ words lead 
to shouting, shouting to shoving, shoving to thrown punches, 
and, well, that’s why they’re called fightin’ words — they lead 
to fights. Of course, rabble-rousers such as Maxine Waters (D- 
Calif.) zealously fan the flames; she has called on supporters to 
confront and harass Trump administration officials. 

But from the French Revolution to the Soviets to Cambo- 
dia’s Khmer Rouge and beyond, violence has ever typified left- 
ists. Consider the run-up to the Spanish Civil War. In the ’30s, 
there were socialists and communists in Spain’s legislature and 
a half-million anarchists roaming about, and the country’s left- 
wing government was persecuting Christians. Moreover, when 
a center-right coalition won the 1933 elections, the Left became 
violent. Sound familiar? The civil war began three years later. 

This is what can happen when the population, detached from 
Truth and reason, reaches critical mass. For failure to believe in 
right (i.e., objective morality) leads to might making right, to the 
embrace of occultist Aleister Crowley’s maxim, “Do what thou 
wilt shall be the whole of the law.” And that people who cannot 
be reasoned with can only be fought is a sobering thought. 

Yet another thought: Truth and reason can never be destroyed. 
Though the mob can be led astray and even whipped into an ir- 
rational frenzy by clever demagogues, those of good will can be 
brought back to their senses — one person at a time. 
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